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Current ‘Topics. 
The President on Land Transfer. 

THe PRESIDENTIAL address by Mr. SHarpe at the meeting 
of the Law Society last week is, we believe, the first public 
reference to the scheme for the reform of the law of real pro 
perty and the simplification of the transfer of land which 1s 
contained in the recent report of the Land Transfer Com 
mittee. With the merits of the scheme Mr. SuHarpe does not 
deal He assumes that the profession will at first take up 
the attitude which we have adopted in the series of articles 
we conclude this week—that of inquirers ; and this is the only 
attitude possible until the scheme is given in detail by the 
publication of Mr, CHERRY's Bill. We confess to having been 
a little surprised at first by the opportunism of ‘the proposed 
method of dealing witlf real property law; but it is quite 
possible that this is the most practical way of approaching 
the matter, and that when conveyancers find, on the one 
hand, that they cannot, for instance, create a legal life estate, 
but must restrict themselves severely to the fee simple and 
terms of years, and, on the other,’ that purchasers are pro 
tected absolutely against notice of trusts, they wil! realize 
the simplicity of the scheme At any rate, it is not easy to 
see any practicable alternative 


The Extension of Compulsory Registration 

of Title 

THE ONLY point of the Land Transfer Committee's Report 
on which Mr. SHARPE intimated dissent—or rather, perhaps, 
the need of full consideration—was the proposal to 
take away from county councils the initiative in the extension 

compulsory registration, and place it wita the Privy 
Council—that is, with the Government—subject to control by 
Parliament Whether, in the event of the Government of 
the day deciding in favour of general compulsory registra- 
tion. Parliamentary control would have any substantial effect, 
we must leave our readers to judge; but, as Mr. SHARPE 
points out, no county council has since the Land Transfer 
Act, 1897, asked for registration, and in times when so much 
is made of ‘‘self-determination ’’ this fact is significant. If 
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we strike out the last five years, when the question was not 
likely to be raised, there is a period of some fifteen years 
during which the county councils have left registration of title 
severely alone. The proposed simplification of the law of real 
property should tell in favour of transfer both off and on the 
register ; each of the existing systems of conveyancing—private 
and public—stands in need of reform. But the question 
remains whether an amended system of private conveyancing 

supported, it may be, by a register of deeds—would not 
furnish facilities superior to those that can be claimed for 
registration, with its off-set of bureaucratic control And this 
is the question which Mr. SHARPE says is for the immediate 
consideration of the profession 


Lord Grey’s Letter on America and the League 
of Nations. 

So Far as can be judged from the daily Press, the letter by 
Viscount Grey, which appeared in the Times of 31st January, 
is likely to have an important effect in securing the adhesion 
of the United States subject, probably, to reservations—to 
the Treaty with Germany, and, therefore, to the Covenant of 
the League of Nations. Lord Grey points out with much force 
the constitutional and practical difficulties which stand in the 
way of the United States committing itself unreservedly to 
any scheme necessarily requiring interference with European 
politics—such, for instance, as Article X. of the Covenant, 
which binds Members of the League ‘‘ to respect and preserve 
ae against external agression the territorial integrity and exist- 
ing political independence of all Members of the League 
while he insists on the necessity of maintaining the separate 
representation of Great Britain and the Oversea Dominions in 
the Assembly of the League, whereby the British Empire has 
six votes and the United States only one It is a little singular 
that the list of original members in the Annex to the Covenant 
is in such a form as to leave the separate representation of the 
dominions doubtful; but the the 
Foreign Office, which will be found with other useful matter 
Frepertck PoLtocK’s League of Nations’ 
(Stevens & Sons, Limited), speaks of the Assembly as consist- 
ing of ‘‘ the official representations of all the Members of the 
League, including the British Dominions and India,’ and this 
is the accepted meaning of the Covenant. Sir FREDERICK 
admits (p. 99) that at first this looks like a surprising over- 
representation of the British Empire in proportion to other 
Powers, but he argues that the fact. of the decisions of the 
Assembly being required to unanimous removes the 
apparent anomaly. Thus, the effect is not to give the British 
Empire and its constituent parts a preponderating vote, but 
only ‘‘ to give the Dominions and India an effective voice, and 
at need the decisive power of a veto, for the representation and 
protection of their particular interests and views.’’ The gist of 
Lord Grey's letter is to maintain this scheme of representa- 
tion as essential, while recognizing that the American desire to 
make reservations to the Treaty is based, not upon indifference 
or mere consideration of party politics, but upon a substantial 
fear of the difficulties to which unreserved adhesion may give 
rise 


commentary issued by 


in Sir 


be 


Alteration of Women’s Legal Status. 

In 1918 two Acts giving privileges to women were passed in 
England. By section 4 of the Representation of the People 
Act, 1918, ‘‘a woman shall be entitled to be registered as a 
Parliamentary elector ’’ on complying with certain conditions 
for the most part not applicable to men. By the Parliament 
(Qualification of Women) Act, 1918, ‘‘a woman shall not be 
disqualified by sex or marriage for being elected to or sitting 
or voting as a member of the Commons House of Parliament.’ 
The Sex Disqualification (Removal) Act, 1919, assented to at 
the end of December last, is framed in very general and wide 
terms: ‘* A person shall not be disqualified by sex or marriage 
from the exercise of any public function, or from being 
appointed to or holding any civil or judicial office or post,”” 
&c. The only position specially mentioned is that of a solicitor, 





apparently because universities do not al] grant degrees to 
women yet, and special provision had to be made for this. 
The Act repeals a number of enactments embodying restrie- 
tions in the privileges conferred—enactments in Local Govern. 
ment Acts, &c.—but the Acts of 1918 above mentioned are 
not included in the repeal schedule. The question may arise, 
therefore, whether the generality of the Act of 1919 is not 
cut down by the Acts of 1918, particularly that conferring 
the Parliamentary franchise. In New South Wales a statute 
has recently been enacted—the Women’s Legal Status Act, 
1918. By this Act ‘‘ a person shall not by reason of sex be 
deemed to be under any disability or subject to any disquali- 
fication ’’ under four named heads, and a woman may thus be 
a member of the Legislative Assembly, a mayor or alderman 
under the Local Government laws, a judge of the Supreme 
Court, &c., a barrister, solicitor, or conveyancer. It will be 
noticed that the word ‘‘ marriage’’ in the English Act does 
not occur in the New South Wales Act. But in both it is only 
the Lower House of the Legislature to which women am 
expressly admitted. This question of sex-equality legislation 
seems to be one of those in which uniformity throughout the 
Empire would be desirable. 


D.O.R.A. and the Right of Suit. 

Tue pEcIsion of the Divisional Court (DaRLinc, Avory, 
and Sankey, JJ.) in Chester v. Bateson (Times, 30th ult.) is 
a somewhat belated discovery by the Bench that there are 
limits to the powers which the Executive could assume under 
the Defence of the Realm Acts. In the present case it was 
held that the limit is passed when a regulation forbids the 
owner of a house to sue in the Courts for the recovery of posses- 
sion. The regulation in question is regulation 2a (2) of the De- 
fence of the Realm Regulations. Under this, if the Minister of 
Munitions was of opinion that the ejectment of workmen from 
their dwellings was likely to impede work on war materials, he 
was empowered todeclare the area ‘‘a special area,’’ and there- 
upon, while the order remained in force, no person was, with- 
out the consent of the Minister of Munitions, to take any 
proceedings for the recovery of possession of a dwelling-house 
occupied by a workman engaged on war materials. Now, the 
Detence of the Realm Consolidation Act, 1914, confers power 
on the King in Council ‘‘ during the continuance of the present 
war to issue regulations for securing the public safety and the 
defence of the realm,’’ and certain particular matters are 
enumerated which such regulations might be aimed at; but 
these do not seem to restrict the generality of the previous 
words. The length to which the Courts were prepared to 
allow the Executive to go was illustrated by Zadig’s case— 
in the House of Lords 2. v. Halliday (1917, A. C. 260)—where 
regulation 148 was upheld, so that a British subject was liable 
to be deprived of his liberty without the security of a tnal. 
Lord SHaw’s dissenting judgment in this case is well known, 
and it is a little curious to find Avory, J., citing from it, in 
order to shew that a regulation is wtra vires which forbids 
access to the Courts without the permit of a Minister. One 
would have thought that the right to personal liberty was more 
important than the right to sue for the recovery of property; 
but yet in Zadig’s case it was held that the former could be 
taken away, while in the present case it is held that the right 
of recourse to the Courts is too sacred to tamper with. Of 
course, the matter does not depend on the war being in fact 
over, for if the regulation was valid originally, it would 
remain valid so long as the Defence Acts and Regulations are 
operative, and the date for their cessation has not yet been 
fixed. The decision is that the regulation was void ab initio. 
At the same time, we cannot help wondering if the same 
decision would have been given when the German submarine 
menace was at its worst; or is it that rights of property weigh 
more with the Divisional Court than the right to liberty ? 


Inspection of Registers of Births. 

It 1s a little singular that an official claim should have been 
made to override by regulations the express provision 
section 35 of the Births and Deaths Registration Act, 1836, to 


a 
‘gearch | 





eb 
= 
“McCar 
section 
all reas 
book i1 
where | 
a t 
what o 
said Ps 
able ti 
rish 
jatter | 
Act, 1 
Minist 
consent 
it cont 
and re 
import 
the sig 
P. 257 
Actio: 
THE 
serves 
in En 
Action 
form | 
form : 
seriou: 
sent c 
order 
a peti 
pliant 
result 
Hotel 
. declin 
. Home 
hearir 
, suppli 
by wa 
the o7 
tramn 
some | 
the cl 
fhe a 
pears 
the D 
and 4 
being 
wealt! 
the J 
again: 
may 
monw 
not i 
Gover 
provi! 
v. Pri 
by ov 
time 
andr 
The 
Ta 
place 
apply 
its p 
Morr 
It is 
CLA 
by pe 
(1909 
appli 
prince 
on w 












1920 







grees to 
for this 
restric. 
Govern. 
med are 
ay arise, 
9 is not 
nferring 
, Statute 
us Act, 
f sex be 
lisq uali- 
thus be 
derman 
upreme 
will be 
ct does 
is only 
en are 
islation 
mut the 
























eb. 7, 1920 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 


[Vol. 64.) 251 








—=— 

"gearch original registers, but the claim has been disallowed by 
| McCarovie, J., in Best v. Best (reported elsewhere). By that 
gection ‘‘ every rector . . . and every registrar . . . shall at 
all reasonable times allow searches to be made of any register 
book in his keeping.’’ In Steele v. Williams (8 Ex. 625), 
where the section was discussed, it was not disputed that the 
right to search the register existed; the question was under 
what conditions it could be exercised. The person searching, 
said Parke, B., ‘‘ would have no right to remain an unreason- 
able time looking at the book, nor probably to require the 
parish clerk to put it into his hands, for it is the duty of the 
jatter to superintend the search, and keep a control over the 
beok.’’ Section 44 of the Births and Deaths Registration 
Act, 1874, enables the Local Government Board (now the 
Ministry of Health), or the Registrar-General, with its 
consent, to make regulations as to matters within the Acts ; but 
it contaths no words taking away the above right of search, 
and regulations purporting to do so are ultra vires. The 
importance of being able to examine the original entry and see 
the signatures ther€in is shewn by Brierley y. Brierley (1918, 
P. 257) ; 

Action Against the Government or State. 

THe case of Re Quilliam (Limited) (Times, 20th January) 
serves to remind us that in matters of procedure litigants 
in England are still enmeshed in the bonds of archaism. 
Actions against the State or Government are still in 
form petitions to the King to let justice be done, and the 
form so far crushes the substance occasionally as to throw 
serious obstacles in the way of such an action. In the pre- 
sent case a prerogative writ of mandamus was applied for in 
order that the Home Secretary might be compelled to submit 
@ petition of right to the King. The claim which the sup- 
pliant desired to enforce was one depending apparently on the 
result of the appeal to the House of Lords in the De Keyser 
Hotel cage. The King’s Bench Division in their discretion 
declined to grant the application for a mandamus. The 
Home Secretary having for the present, and pending the 
hearing of the House of Lords appeal, declined to submit the 
suppliant’s petition to the King, the initiation of the action 
by way of petition of right has thus been delayed. Many of 
the oversea dominions have shaken themselves free from the 
trammels imposed by the procedure in petitions of right. In 
some cases the Governor, on receipt of a petition setting out 
the claim, is authorized to appoint a nominal defendant, and 
the action at once proceeds against this defendant, who ap- 
pears in place of the King. In other cases the statutes of 
the Dominion abrogate even the form of a nominal defendant, 
and authorize a claimant to sue the State directly, process 
being served on the Attorney-General. The Common- 
wealth of Australia affords an illustration. By section 56 of 
the Judiciary Act, 1903, ‘‘ Any person making any claim 
against the Commonwealth, whether in contract or in tort, 
May in respect of the claim bring a suit against the Com- 
monwealth,’’ &c. Both in Australia and Canada cases are 
not infrequently reported as arising directly between two 
Governments, either the federal Government or a State or 
province being parties. One such case is Dominion of Canada 
v. Province of Ontario (1910, A. C. 637). 
by oversea communities should be possible at home, and it is 
time the archaic procedure of petitions of right was scrapped 
and replaced by more business-like machinery. 





~ 


The Privilege of a Surety. 

Tae pocrrines of equity are admirable in their proper 
place. But curious results follow when the court is asked to 
apply some half-apprehended equity in circumstances where 
its principle is quite irrelevant. This is illustrated by 
Morrison v. Batley Chemical Co. (Limited) (1919, 2 Ch. 325). 
It is trite equity that where A guarantees B’s debt to 
C, A can call upon B to relieve him of his contingent liability 
by paying the debt to C: Ascherson v. Tredegar Dry Dock Co. 
(1909, 2 Ch. 401). And, of course, the converse relation 
applies between B and C; if the creditor gives time to the 
principal, the surety is thereby discharged. Now, in the case 
on which we are commenting, M had guaranteed B’s debt due 


What can be done. 


to a bank upon a current account, &c, up toa fixed and named 
amount. The guarantee by M was to cease if either (1) the 
bank closed the account, ascertained the amount due, and 
demanded payment by M, or if (2) M for his part gave the 
bank three months’ notice that he would not further act as 
B’s security. Here the provision in favour of the guarantor, 
by which he could terminate his guarantee on giving three 
months’ notice, is an express stipulation intended to protect 
him from the danger of his principal failing to take his 
obligations seriously. The existence of such special contracted 
protection renders unnecessary the protection accorded by the 
equitable doctrine we have quoted. Therefore, the Court 
held, M cannot insist on the principal debtor discharging his 
liability to the bank unless and until M has exercised his con- 
tracted right of giving three months’ notice. 
Insurance Policies and Collateral Warranties 
SoME INTERESTING points arose before Mr. Justice Rocne in 
Dunn v. Campbell (Times, 28th January). Here an airman, 
killed when flying a machine, was insured for £4,000 under a 
life policy with a firm of underwriters. The policy did not 
contain any warranty that the machine should not be flown 
until certified safe by certain experts on whom the under- 
writers relied, but the officer had made a verbal promise to the 
underwriters’ agents that he would not fly it unless so certified. 
As a matter of fact the experts in question did not certify that 
they were satisfied. The question, therefore, arose whether or 
not this promise was a condition precedent of the contract, or 
merely a collateral warranty, breach of which does not avoid 
the policy Heilhut v. Buckleton (1913, A. C. 30) This is 
essentially a question of fact depending on the intention of 
both parties to be inferred from all the circumstances of the 
Now neither the proposal nor the slip contained this 
condition. Therefore the learned Judge drew the inference 
that the parties had not it in mind as an essential condition 
precedent at the date of making the contract; the policy itself 
was drawn up afterwards on a common form and was not rele 
It seems doubtful, we must say, 


case 


vant as regards this issue 
whether parties do put in the proposal and the slip every con 
dition precedent which they intend to be of the essence of the 
contract ; they are rather apt, we think, to put only descrip 
on the earlier documents, which have to 


tions and rates, &c., 
Therefore the learned Judge's reasoning 


be drafted speedily. 
is not quite convincing 


Underlease of Part of Premises. 


Tue QvEstion has been recently raised whether under- 
letting a part only of demised premises is a breach of a cove 


‘not to underlet.,’ the premises. It is said in W oop- 


nant 

FALL’s ‘‘ Landlord and Tenant”’ (13th ed., 1912, at p. 781): 

‘“ Such a covenant will permit the lessee to underlet a 

part of the premises, ’’ and the authority cited is 
Rosenthal (1906, 22 T. L. R. 233) That case 


Wilson v 
was decided by Mr. Justice Surtox, in the King’s Bench Divi- 
sion, and the decision was that a covenant ‘‘ not to underlet " 
is not broken by underletting part only of the demised premises. 
The case does not appear to be reported elsewhere. Weson 
v. Rosenthal has now been followed by Mr. Justice Bair 
HACHE in Cottell v. Baker (Times, 21st January last), a case 
under the recent Act passed on 23rd December and amending 
the Rent Restrictions Acts. The sub-tenants in this case 
were only saved from the consequences of being in the posi 
tion of trespassers by the ruling that (following Welson v 
Rosenthal) underletting part only is not a breach of a cove 
nant not to underlet. It is singular that thirteen years 
should have elapsed since Wilson v. Rosenthal was decided 
without any other reported case on the point, and that there 
should be no other authority than these two cases. It is to 
be hoped Cottell v. Baker will now be reported elsewhere than 
in the Times Law Reports. Mr. Justice SuTTon’s decision 
might so easily have been the other way, that the absence 
of contrary judicial opinion has become important, and might 
well influence an appellate court in the event of the inter- 
pretation of the covenant against underletting adopted ip 





these cases being challenged. 
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A New Problem in Rating. 


A NEw aspect of the results of the Increase of Rent, &c., 
Acts, and the existing difficulties in meeting the shortage of 
dwelling houses is raised in a paper entitled ‘‘ Post-War 
Rating,’’ read recently at Newcastle-on-Tyne by Mr. Harry 
Barnes, M.P., F.R.1.B.A. (Messrs. Barnes, Spain & Co.), 
which was quoted at some length in the Times of the 3rd inst. 
Under the Parochial Assessment Act, 1836, section 1, poor 
rates must be assessed ‘‘ upon an estimate of the net annual 
value’’ of the hereditaments; that is, ‘‘ of the rent at which 
the same might reasonably be expected to let from year to 
year, free of all usual tenants’ rates and taxes.’’ In general, 
the rent at which a house is actually let is the best criterion 
for determining the reasonable rent. 
Ad. 926)—though this is not necessarily the measure of 
value (2. v. London School Board, 17 Q. B. D. 738)—and at 
the present time both the Increase of Rent, &c., Acts and the 
conditions of housing may prevent its being the true measure 


Under the Acts the rent is artificially kept below the rent | 


which in existing circumstances the house would fetch, while 
even apart from the Acts a house may not be able to command 
the ‘‘ economic ’’ rent to which, having regard to the cost o 
construction, the owner should be entitled. Mr. Barnes con 
siders the duty of assessment committees under these circum 
stances, and contends that they are not within the scope ol 
the Increase of Rent, &c., Acts, and are not bound to keep 
the assessments down to the “‘ standard rent.’’ He says: 
“If the intention of the Acts be looked to it is clearly to secure 
the occupier against demands that might develop into extortion, 
its protection is against the rapacity of private individuals, not the 
just demands of public authorities. Such evidence as the Acts 
afford is that increases in rates are to be borne by the ratepayer, 
and it cannot be believed that Parliament contemplated for a 
moment the abrogation of the centuries-old principle on which our 


R. v. Chaplin (1 B. & 





rating system has been built up and to maintain which the long list | 


of statutes before given has been passed. The foundation of our 
rating system is the equitable assessment of all ratepayers. Such 
foundation would be shaken to its depth were it held that the 
standard rent of the Restriction Acts was to take the place of the 
‘reasonable rent’ of the Assessment Acts.”’ 

Mr. Barnes does not give a definite rule for ascertaining the 

‘reasonable rent,’’ but we gather that in his opinion it is a 

figure between the ‘‘ standard rent’’ to which houses within 

the Acts are restricted, and the economic rent for free houses 

which in practice is unattainable. 


The Report of the Land T ransfer 


Committee. 
VI. 


Tue gist of the Report of the Royal Commission of 1910-11 
on the Land Transfer Acts was contained in the passage, 
‘ The system (of Registration of Title] as it stands is, in our 
judgment, imperfect ; and we cannot recommend the compul- 
sory extension of an imperfect system "’ (Final Report, p. 48). 
The Commissioners, however, made a series of thirty-three 
recommendations for the amendment of the system, and these 
form the basis on which the Land Transfer Committee have 
dealt with the subject in Part IV. of their Report. With a 
good many of the previous recommendations they agree with- 
out qualification ; into others they introduce qualifications of 
more or less importance. From only a small number do they 
dissent altogether. We have not space to go through the 
whole number and compare the results in each Report. It 
must be sufficient to select the most important recommenda- 
tions as now put forward by the Land Transfer Committee. 
The recommendations of the Royal Commission are printed in 
Appendix III. of the present Report, and in the following 
summary the numbers refer to those recommendations. 

(1) It is one of the defects of the existing system of abso- 
lute titles that the benefit of the title does not accrue to the 
first registered proprietor, but only to a transferee for value— 
at least, such appears to be the effect of the Acts. Thus the 





| to the Registrar.’’ 


—— 


original holder of a certificate of absolute title may, if then 
was a defect in his title at the time of registration, find him. 
self ousted and left without right either to the land or t 
compensation. The Land Transfer Committee agree with the 
Commission that this should be altered, and that registration 
with absolute title should confer on the registered proprietor, 
as well as on his transferee, a title not defeasible in conge. 
quence of defects in the title prior to registration ; but the 
Committee give their adhesion subject to their recommenda. 
tions with respect to rectification of the register and com- 
pensation. There are matters of detail into which we need 
not at present go. 

(2) In accordance with the recommendation for shortening 
title as between vendor and purchaser, it is proposed that the 
length of title required for an absolute title shall be thirty 
years ; and (3) the Committee agree with the Commission that 
the Registrar should be authorized to accept counsel’s certifi- 
cates of title as the basis of absolute titles. 

(4) As to possessory titles ripening into absolute titles, they 
go turther than the Commission. They fix fifteen years as 
the period in which this will be effected, and remove the 
restriction to compulsory areas and £10,000 in value. They 
consider that the small risk of claims being made on the 
Guarantee Fund is more than off-set by the advantage of con- 
verting all possessory titles into absolute titles at as eariy a 
date as possible. And they make similar recommendations 
with respect to leasehold titles: (5), (6). 

(7) As regards settled land, it is contemplated that the 
present somewhat complicated provisions for registration can 
be materially simplified if the proposed changes in the general 
law of settlements is made, and since there will always bea 
definite dominus pro tempore, who can dispose of the land 
subject to payment of the purchase money to the Settled Land 
Act trustees, this dominus, whether the tenant for life er 
other statutory owner, will be the person to be registered. 

(9) Moreover, as regards registered land generally, the 
estate of the registered proprietor is to be the legal estate. 
All other interests will take effect outside the register. 

(10) The Royal Commission proposed a drastic change as 
regards mortgages. Since the existing system was adapted 
only to the more simple cases, and had given rise to well- 
founded complaints, they recommended that mortgages of 
registered land should be effected outside the register, and 
only protected on the register by a note of the mortgage deed. 
‘The result would be that there would be no occasion for 
the present duplication of instruments, and that the partie 
could make their own arrangements without any reference 
With this the Committee do not agree. 
Under the proposed change in the creation of mortgages— 
i.e., mortgagees will not take the fee simple, but only a term 
of years—the mortgage will not interfere with the proprietor- 
ship of the land ; and the mortgagor’s position as owner being 
thus secured, the Committee recommend : 

‘“We think that the greatest possible latitude should be given 
to the registered proprietor in dealing with registered land, and 
he should be able to mortgage or charge (a) by registered charge 
in almost any form, (b) by mortgage deed in almost any form, 
protected by a caution (in a special form) within one month from 1té 
date, and capable so long as the caution is not warned off, of being 
registered as a charge with priority as from the date of the caution, 
(c) by charge under hand only protected by an ordinary caution, 
and (d) by deposit of the land certificate, with or without title deeds, 
according to whetlfer the title registered is possessory or absolute, 
which can be protected by a nofice.”’ 

(11) As regards easements, the Committee agree with the 
Commission that these and other similar rights affecting land, 
whether existing prior to first registration or created subse- 
quently, should be registered, the entries to be by reference to 
the instruments creating the rights; but they disagree with 
the recommendation— 

(12) that a registered proprietor should be entitled to regis- 
ter a mere claim to an easement; but they recommend that 
on production to the Registrar of satisfactory evidence of the 
claim, and on notice to, and non-rebuttal of the claim by, the 
servient owner, the registration should be made. 
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_ (13) Restrictive covenants should be registered by reference 


' te the instrument creating them ; but the Committee consider 


that the authority for discharging or modifying obsolete cove- 
pants should not be the Court, but (pending the establish 
ment of the Sanctioning Authority recommended in the first 
Report of the Land Acquisition Committee) the afbitrators 
appointed under the Acquisition of Land (Assessment of Com 

msation) Act, 1919. 

(14) The Committee further recommend that all ‘* land 
charges ’’ affecting registered land should be noted on the 
register. ‘‘ In our opinion, the principle to be maintained is 
that all incumbrances which would normally be on an abstract 
of title should be noted on the register.’’ — 

The Committee agree with the following recommendations 
of the Royal Commission :—(15) That writs and orders and 
bankruptcies should, to be effective against purchasers, be 
entered on the register; (16) that minerals owned separately 
from the surface should be separately registered; and (17) 
that it should be made clear that dealings for value with a 
registered proprietor should be valid, notwithstanding notice, 
whether express, implied or constructive, of any matter out- 
side the register, save in the case of fraud to which the pur- 
chaser is a party. 

(22) Under the existing system a purchaser does not obtain 
the legal estate until registration. It is proposed to alter 
this by allowing the legal estate to pass at once by the convey 
ance, but to avoid the conveyance as regards the legal estate 
unless registration is applied for within two months, with 2 
discretion for the Registrar to extend the time. ' 

(23) The Royal Commission attached importance to verba 
descriptions. Land boundaries were to be described verbally 
on the register, and maps to be used for assisting identity. 
This, as everyone knows, breaks down in practice. A verbal! 
description of boundaries is cumbersome and perplexing. The 
real description is in the plan, and the Committee recognize 
this : — 

“* We think that the tendency to rely on a plan for identification 

of the property dealt with should be encouraged and that, as a 

general rule, registered land should be described by reference to a 

plan, and that such plan should show the general boundaries of 

the property.” 

The Committee agree with the following recommendations 
of the Royal Commission :—(24) That a new certificate in 
simple form should be issued on every fresh dealing, promis 
sory certificates to be different in colour from absolute certifi- 
cates, and to bear on their face a clear warning as to their 
nature ; (25) the amendment of the procedure for giving effect 
on the register to the disclaimer of leaseholds in bankruptcy ; 
and (26) the increased representation of solicitors on the Rule 
Committee. They disagree with the recommendation (28) 
that fees on first registration should be payable by twenty 
years’ instalments; the fees are not large enough to make 
this worth while; it is not attractive and complicates the pro- 
cedure. They agree (29) that a reasonable maximum limit 
to the office fees under the ad valorem scale should be fixed ; 
and (31) that the rule-making authority should be invited to 
consider whether the percentage scale of remuneration of 
solicitors for transfers in the higher values might not fairly 
be increased. 

In Part V. of the Report the Committee point out the 
simplifications in registration which will result. from the pro- 
posed amendments of real property law and the Land Transfer 
Acts, but since they base their observations on Part X. of Mr 
Cuerry’s Bill, and that Bill has not yet been made public, it 
would be useless to attempt to follow them. But it is obvious 
that registration of title will benefit by such simpli- 
fication as results from the reduction of legal 
estates in land to absolute proprietorship and terms of years, 
and the exclusion of undivided shares; and it is claimed that, 
when a property has been registered, the functions of the 
Registrar will, in practically every respect, cease to be judicial 
and will become purely ministerial :-— 

“Tt is clear that, until a property has been registered, the 
Registrar must be given discretion as to the title to be registered, 
the proprietor to be registered, the description of the property, 


and of the appurtenant easements (if any) and other matters. But 

when registration has been effected, it is, in our opinion, of the 

greatest importance that official control over dealings with land 
should be reduced to the lowest degree compatible with efficiency, 

and we believe that if this object is achieved, it would have a 

greater effect in making the system popular than any other amend 
ments of the Land Transfer Acts.’ 

Part V1. of the Report compares the transfer of unregis- 
tered land with that of registered land; but since it assumes 
that Mr. Cuerry’s Bill has been passed and the suggested 
amendments in the system of registration made, the Com 
mittee’s observations are based on a future and untried state 
of affairs, and, while plausible, have the disadvantage of being 
speculative. If we were inclined to speculate we should sug 
gest that, under the simplified system by which legal estates 
are to be restricted to absolute ownership and terms of years ; 
settlements are to have a definite dominus pro tempore, witt 
full power of disposition ; and an effective curtain is to shut of 
all equities from the purchaser's view, transfer by deed—eve 
if it involves investigation of tithe—will prove, in convenien 
and facility, an effective rival to transfer on the register 


Part VII. of the Report conta‘ns the recommendation as te 
the extension of compulsory registration. The Committee 
agree with the Royal Commission in regarding the gradual 
extension of compulsion on sales to the rest of the country 
as a national rather than a local question. It is accordingly 
proposed to repeal sub-section (8) of section 20 of the Land 
Transfer Act, 1897, under which the initiative as to extension 
hes with the county councils, and to leave the initiative with 
fhe Executive; but to give any county council and law society 
affected the right to demand a public inquirv as to the desr- 
ability of extending compulsory registration to the county. 
After the report of the inquiry, the proposed Order in Council 
would be [aid on the table of both Houses of Parliament, and 
would be made only if an address approving it was carried in 
either House. As we point out elsewhere, this proposal raises 
a very disputable question 

We do not profess in these articles to have given full con- 
sideration to the proposed changes in real property law. The 
proposal for restricting legal estates to the fee simple and 
terms of years has the eminent authority of the late Mr 
WOLSTENHOLME, who introduced it into his Bill of 1897 ‘‘ to 
simplify the title to and transfer of land The proposal to 
give mortgagees a term of years is, as Mr. SANGER was good 
enough to point out in his letter last week, only a recurrence to 
old conveyancing practice. The drawing of a curtain to hide all 
equitable interests from the purchaser is the extension of the 
well-recognized practice in respect of trust mortgages, but 
the idea of the curtain is new and picturesque. The same 
result was attained with the sanction of equity judges by 
the purchaser ‘‘ shutting his eyes very tight,’’ and pretending 
he did not know it was a trust mortgage. And the Legisla- 
ture allows him to do this, even though from the stamp on a 
transfer he must. know of the trust. So there is good authority 
for what is proposed. And then there is the general simpli 
fication of the law which is to follow from Mr. UNpDERHILL’s 
proposal to assimilate freehold estates in fee simple to chattels 
real 

[t is possible that in our observations we have laid too much 
stress on the scheme being one for the simplification of the 
transfer of land, and have not sufficiently emphasized the 
changes in the law which will make for simplicity generally, 
and will be for the benefit of other persons than purchasers 
Though equitable interests are left behind the curtain, and 
will retain many of their present incidents, yet beneficiaries 
will gain by the simplification of the law. And on a prelimi 
nary survey of the proposed changes, such as we have made, 


it mav well be that we have overlooked some of their 
aspects. The publication of Mr. Cuerry’s Bill will 
and 


materialize the scheme and enable inquirers to study 
understand it in its various bearings. The fact that it is due 
to the co-operation of not a few of the leading conveyancers 
of the day is certain to ensure it favourable consideration 


with the profession. 



















The French Presidency. 
Procedure at the Election; President's 
Prerogatives and Obligations. 
(Continued from page 238.) 


The presidential ‘term of office is seven years. For the purpose 
of electing a President of the Republic the two Chambers must be 
summoned at least one month before the expiry of the President’s 
term of office en assemblée nationale at Versailles. Should the 
Legislatures not be sitting at the time of the Presidential 
vacancy, then in default of convocation they re-unite, de 
droit, fifteen days before the expiry of the presidential powers. 
In the event of the death or resignation of the President of the 
Republic, the Chambers assemble together immediately. Until the 
new President is elected the executive power vests in the Council 
of Ministers 

The President must promulgate ordinary laws within one 
month from the day on which they passed the two Chambers, 
but, in the case of urgency these must be promulgated 
within three days from the date of their passing the Legislature. 

From the birth of the constitution onward, as far as our know- 
ledge goes, no asion has arisen for the passing of a law of 
urgency, that is a law declared to be such by a resolution of the 
two Chambers, nor has any demand been made by the President 
of the Republic for the Chambers to reconsider a measure. The 
fact that several emergency measures necessitated by the war 
were passed during the hostilities is not here taken into con- 
sideration The formula for the promulgation of a law is as 
follows 

Le Sénat et la Chan bre des Députes ont adopté, le préside nt 
de la République promulque la loi dont la teneur suit. is 
La presente low deliberée et adopté par le Sénat et la Chambre 
des députes, sera executée comme loi l' Etat. Fait a 

The President's prerogative of pardon does not extend to 
amnesties, which can only be granted by a law; but, notwith- 
standing the distinction drawn by law between pardons and 
amnesties, in certain cases it is within the right of the Chambers 
to declare that gréces are equivalent to amnesties. Discussing 
the right of the President of the Republic to control the armed 
forces, M. Henry Leyerer, in his work ‘‘ Le Président de la 
République,’ lays down that in the time of war the President 
can take command of the troops [his power was recognised 
on the demand of Marshal MacMaunon, and M. Leyrer contends 
that the power was not granted to MacManon alone. He urges 
that, as there have been two revisions of the Constitution since 
Marshal MacManon’s day, viz., in 1879 and in 1884, and that 
as these laws are silent on the point, the President’s rights in 
this respect still exist M 


laws, 


asserted his right to preside at the conseil supérieur de la querre, 
and he cites M. Risor’s (a former president of the Société de 
Légiuslation Comparée) endorsement of the President's action. 
Envoys and Ambassadors of foreign Powers are accredited to 
the President of the Republic, and here it is convenient to 
observe that to the President’s power to make treaties there is 
an important exception, and that is when the area of the State 
is concerned. Such a treaty would have to be voted by both the 
Legislatures, and thei: requisite for a declaration 
of war Should the President of the Republic desire to com- 
municate with either, or both, of the Chambers, he does so by 
way of message, which is read by a minister from the tribune. 
Reverting to the President’s power to convoke the two Cham- 
bers for extraordinary business, it should be stated that he can 
only take action on the request of an absolute majority of both 
Houses. There has been no attempt to dissolve the Chamber of 
Deputies before its mandate has expired since Marshal 
MacMauon’s action in this direction, and the possibility of such 
a drastic step ever being taken again seems remote, for the law 
of 16th July, 1875, provides: Le Président peut ajourner les 
Chambres. Toutefois, Uajournement ne peut exceder le terme 
d'un mois, ni avoir lieu plus de deux fois dans la méme session. 
The five words, la terme d’un mois, are of great importance, for 
they allow time for reflection, with an opportunity for negotia- | 
tion which, it is almost more than probable, would 
making dissolution unnecessary. : 
Notwithstanding that the Ministers are responsible to the 
Chambers for the general policy of the Ministry and individu- 
ally for their personal acts, the President of the Republic is 
amenable for the offence of high treason only, for Article 6 of 
the Loi Constitutionnelle of 25th February, 1875, concludes: 
Le Président de la République n'est responsable que dans le cas 
de haute trahison; consequently all the public acts of the Pre- 
sident must be countersigned by a Minister. No occasion has 
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result in 
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President, but should the necessity ever arise the procedure would 
resemble an impeachment in this country. The Constitution 
enacts that the President of the Republic can only be placed on 
trial at the instance of the Chamber of Deputies, and that the 
Senate would be the judges. As events within the past three 
years have shown, the procedure is the same in the prosecution 
of a Minister. It is true there has been no such prosecution, 
although two ex-Ministers, MM. Marvy and Cartiaux, have been 
before the Haute Cour de Justice, that is, the Senate convoked 
as such, and the trial of the latter ex-Minister will be continued 
shortly after the reassembly of the Senate. 

The Constitution provides for the protection of the President of 
the Republic against violence and against insults, whether these 
offences be committed in the Legislatures or in the Press. In 
debates in either Chamber the name of the President of the 
Republic must not be mentioned. When an offence (the délit of 
the French codes) is committed against the chef de l’ Etat, the 
Ministre public sends the matter before the Court of Assizes, 
and an attempt against the President’s life would be dealt with 
as a crime under the ordinary law. 

The emoluments pertaining to the Presidency are neither regu- 
lated by the laws of the Constitution nor by the ordinary law. 
In the Budget the salary appears under the head Dotation des 
pouvoirs publics. The President is voted 600,000 francs, to which 
is added a further grant of 300,000 francs for travelling, recep- 
tions and other outlays, so it will be seen that the vote generally 
is equivalent to £48,000. In exceptional years further grants 
are made. The year of the 1900 Exhibition was one, and Pre- 
sident Carnot was voted a supplementary grant of 500,000 francs, 
or £20,000. 

It may not be inappropriate in this survey of the French 
Presidency to quote the opinion of a distinguished English 
authority. Professor Dicey, in his ‘‘ Law of the Constitution,” 
writing in 1908, says: ‘‘ The Government of France has gradually 
become a strictly parliamentary executive. Neither President 
Grevy nor President Carnot attempted to be the real head of 
the Administration. President Faure and President Lovset 
followed in their steps. Each of these Presidents filled, or tried 
to fill, the part, not of a President in the American sense of the 
word, but of a constitutional king. Nor is this all. As long as 
the President’s tenure of office was independent of the Assembly, 
the expectation was reasonable that whenever a statesman of 
vigour and reputation was called to the Presidency, the officé 
might acquire a new character, and the President become, as it 
were in a sense, both Turers and MacManon, the real head of the 
Republic. But the circumstances of President Grevy’s fall, as 
also of President Castmar Perrer’s retirement from office, show 
that the President, like his Ministers, holds his office in the last 
resort by favour of the National Assembly. It may be, and no 
| doubt is, a more difficult matter to dismiss a President than to 
change a Ministry. Still, the President is dismissible by the 
Legislature. Meanwhile, the real executive is the Ministry, and 
a French Cabinet is, to judge from all appearances, more com- 
pletely subject than is an English Cabinet to the control of an 
elective chamber. The plain truth is that the semi-parliamentary 
executive which the founders of the Republic meant to constitute 
has turned out a parliamentary executive of a very extreme 
type.” 

Tn view of the sequel, and that the incident, if it be beyond 
question, does not modify Professor Drcry’s conclusions, the pre- 
sent writer cannot refrain from quoting’ the following from M. 
Leyret’s book, published six years ago. The author contends that 
the Chamber does not appoint Ministers, and he proceeds 
‘« Tant que je serai a V Elysée, disait un president a propos 
d'un personnage tres connu, ‘ Z—— ne sera jamais ministre! ’ 
Il tint parole: Z avait bien ministre, mais UV Elysée avait 
changé @hote.’”’ In a footnote M. Leyret informs his readers 
that the President was M. Lovset; and that Z—— was M 
CLEMENCEAU. 








| 
| 
| 
| 


— 








Daniel Macfarlane, income tax collector for the West Derby paris 
of Liverpool, was, says the Times, sentenced on Wednesday to fifteen 
months’ imprisonment in the second division at the Liverpool Assizes 
for fraudulently converting money paid to him by taxpayers. On a 
similar charge, Ernest Partoon, chief clerk, and stepson of the other 
prisoner, was sentenced to four months’ imprisonment in the second 
division. In his case the jury recommended him to mercy on 
ground that he was under the influence of Macfarlane. It was stated 
that the total defalcations amouned to £1,100, and all had been re- 
payed by the realization of Macfarlane’s estate. A remarkable feature 
of the case was that last June Macfarlane was arrested on the warrant 
of the Commissioners of Inland Revenue, and was kept in prison for 
five months without a charge or trial. Mr. Justice Bray commented 
strongly upon this, observing that Macfarlane should not have been 





arisen during the life of the Republic for the prosecution of a 


kept in custody so long without being brought before a magistrate. 
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Income Tax. Solicitors’ 
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nature—in the recent Act. But income-tax legislation is by no} ¢] ha ' fuse just demands, or is it the apathy 
means a fixed thing. Parliament is busy with it year by year, and | of ( h } : hem forward or pressed them? : 
already important changes have been made by Part Il. of the | | +} ir kept their expenses much below 50 
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of a company ; the test is where its management really is situated. | . : : sare Row (a essarily ) 
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rate, it is a full, carefully arranged and useful guid r the | tl ts. | of will bi They seem to 
practitioner who has to advise on income tax | hav } | ng duty to the yn n they ar 
Mr. Und rhay's book is of a more popular nature ind aims aft sup} tI ta t! el my 
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Schedules B, C, D and E and the rules under them, and other 
Appendices contain the enactments relating to Excess Profits | yicitors’ Journal iv Reporter.] 
Duty, tables of taxation of earned and unearned incomes, and of | :, eos ae lopics th referenc 
super-tax, and a table of percentages fixed by the Board of Referees the a , » to the new R tion Order as providing 
for the purpose of Excess Profits Duty. These Appendices occupy | ay jy ee ise in respect of ‘‘ conveyancing 
the greater part of the book, but in the first hundred pages it out- | ; irges May I suggest that this reference to the new Order 
lines the schemes of these taxes in such a way as to make it easy | jc ynintentiona limiting the scope of its application? : 
to understand and apply the statutory provisions. The present |  Sehoed », to which the new Order relates, applies not onl 
relief granted in respect of wife, children, and dependent relatives » cony ; gy business but to general non-contentious business | 
is clearly stated at pp. 45-47; and at pp. 19-24 will be found i: to quote tl is of Clause 2 of the General Order of 1882 
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Titles to Real and Leasehold Property, and an Epitome of the Not it? | ffect should be carefully watched, for it has yet ) 
arranged by way of Reminders. By Lewis E. Emer, Solicit I het rrowth of work of the past year is so / 
Eight Edition. The Soliciters’ Law Stationery Society Limited | we | i " ra Kperimen with if Con 
20s. net. pi i put t is room for reflection, and 
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Gray's Inn, 2nd I 


CASES OF 
Court of 


WOOTTON rv. JOEL 


Pracrice—SumMons 
Reg 
Order 16, +. 1 
plaintiff 
Upon a , 
a W., the j 
J Li de mn 0 


and hia ce ent wit 


the action to b f 
Held. that t j 
although there u 


he amended hy dire 


ent in writin ; 
mad that j 
App i} by t del 
at. chamber lirect 
at liberty 
brous 
ot thejurisdict ! ! 
Judge 


May, 1919, to the d 
follow ‘We a 


apply to you Tor 


last year’s riding 
Huxley and E. Hus 
£10,452. and the perce 
per cent. We ask y 








WEEK. 





ie course of this week, as our instructions are to collect the amount 


Notwithstanding that F. L. Wootton had given no consent in 
g, or at all, the Judge made an order directing that he “‘ should be 


la plaintiff, and his consent within two months obtained 
Th rder clearly contemplated that the obtaining of the con- 
I @ pel n proposed to be ] ined was a condition prece dent to the 
ld him to the record F. L. Wootton was still abroad The 
ge the letter, ‘‘ last year’s riding,’ referred to 1913, wi 


ar Wootton rode for J. B. Joel. Pennington y. Cayley 








L. T. Rey 91) and Walcott v. Lyons (29 Ch. Div. 584) were 
dt 
KE L..J iid ft » Objections | id been taken to the order 
iled against First, it was said that no such order should have 
ie in the absence of an affidavit by the plaintiff on the record 
at t exa circumstances which made the application neces 
Phere loubt, cases vere that course would be neces 
it , the resent case was not one of those cases 
ff nt far as the present case was concerned, for an 
t made by counsel stating the circumstances which 
ime vecessary. The second objection was, however, well 
i The rule ad. 16, r. 11) was rigid. It gewe the Judge 
t t lispenuse, if he thought fit, with the written consent 
i s sought to be added On the facts of the present 
at urt of e order joining F, L. Wootton before his consent 
t 1 must be varied by making the order read that 
L. Woott e joined on production of his written consent within 
i t t the a n | tayed for that period.”’ There 
ince in the appeal, and: the respondent should have 
LJ iid that n dealing with an application to add 
1, the Court must consider what was the best 
{ trying the issue that had arisen. It would seem 
Fk. L. Wootton might also have a cause of action against the 
i he thought that the Judge below had taken the proper 
| id ie to the right conclusion, that it would be better 
» co-plaintiff rather than that there should be t 
| Judge had, however, made an order which was capable 
riticised under the direction given in ord. 16, r. 1, and he 
ut the rder as drawn up should be varied as proy ed 
s, L.J 
IN, J reed.—Counsen. for the appellant, Schwabe, K.C., and 
lla; for the respondent, Giveen Soxicitors, S. B. Cohen, Dunn 
Hobson & MacMahon 
Reported by Erskine Rerp, Barrister-at-Law 


BAKER v. WOOD. No. 2. 30th January. 
ENCY LeGISLATION—AGRICULTURAL LABOURER—PROVISION OF 
rAGE BY EmpLover—VaALve EXcerepING STANDARD Rent—Depvut 
FROM Minimum Waces—Increase or Rent AND MORTGAGE 








rerest (War Restrictions) Act, 1915(5 & 6 Gro. 5, c. 97)—Corn 
ropucTion Act, 1917 (7 & 8 Geo. 5, c. 46) 

@ the Co P wtion Act, 1917, came inte operati mm a farmer 

{ sy é j the wages of an agricultural labourer for the 

pat of a faq The deduction was afterwards increased 

f f the zit ferred by the {cf 4 1917 to de duct from the 

yes the full 32. a week, allowed by that Act for 

, ttag was unaffected by the provisions of the 

tf Rent and Mortgage Interest (War Restrictions) Act, 1915 


if »f the Divisional Court (reported 18 L. G. Rep. 50) affirmed 


by the plaintiff, an agricultural labourer, from a judgment of 
court judge for the defendant, his employer, a farmer, in an 
i i itiff claimed to recover the sum of £7 8s., repre- 
t bala of his wages under the Corn Production Act, 1917 
( 5, 4f leducted by the defendant in respect of the use 
upation by the plaintiff of a cottage on the defendant’s farm. 


Divisional Court (Lord Coleridge and McCardie, JJ.) held that 


f the Increase of Rent, &c., Act, 1915, did not apply, 
d the appeal. The plaintiff appealed, and, without calling 
sel for the defendant, the Court dismissed the appeal 
ces, L.J., in giving judgment, said that the defendant began to 
ntiff on 14th April, 1902, at 14s. a week and no cottage 
yued until March, 1904, when the plaintiff occupied the 
1 fror hat time till August, 1917, the defendant deducted 


plaintiff's wages ls. a week as rent. Since 21st August, 1917, 

| id deducted 3s. a week from the minimum wages fixed 

Cc Production Act, 1917, and the orders and regulations made 
1 In Ju 1918, the minimum wage was 3ls. a week. The 
f made no application to the District Wages Board as to any 
n from his rent. The case for the plaintiff was that his occu 
the cottage was independent of his employment, and that, as 

t of 1915 forbade an increase of rent beyond the ‘“‘ standard ” 
e deductions were illegal. What was the bargain made 

1e | ntiff and the defendant—whether the arrangement was 
plaintiff was to have 13s. a week wages and the cottage rent 
14s eek wages and the occupation of the cottage at the rent 
ner « vas a question of fact for the county court judge 


here might be no difference between the two contracts, but 
ere as a great difference by reason of the landlord’s power of 
und the tenant's rights under the Rent Restriction Acts. The 


*roduction Act, 1917, provided that a minimum wages for agri 
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cultural labourers should be established and a wages board formed to ee 'f he fails ¢ s. shal! be liable on summary convic 


witht power to fix from time to time the minimum wage, and until t { fing t exce ng twenty pounds, 
1 whith the 











should be done it provided that the minimum shdéuld be equivalent t { ling , for each day or 

a wage of 25s. a week. Assuming that the Restriction Acts applied ‘ f ef Section 17, sub-section 

plaintiff was in this difficulty, that the learned judg d g { sion * agriculture 

finding to the plaintiff's ntention that the defendant had r pasture land. or 

to deduct a larger sum than ls. per wee ind vardens or nursery 
{ ‘ strued accord 


had no foundation on which t vuild s rent that , 
3s. for a cottage for whic] paid | é f ‘ { tural Wages Board of 





Act of 1915. It was clear that the let le und the re | { es f male agricultural 
contemplated the cass i t being | t the pre t fj ad t Ws. per week 
employer and a deduction being made respect of t nt s Su rr’ y defined as 
Three shillings was the amount fixed s ti t if deducti ‘ \! Nia ind ¢t ating on the 
might be made in respect the benefit lvanta ‘ j t B ( , 16th May. 1919. the minimum 
workman in lieu of payment in cash What the defendant had d f f ' tur rkmer f ?1 wears of age 
here was to deduct 3s. a week from the | ntiff's es Bat t 4 \ ‘ es ly ed is fixed at 36s. 6d. 
was for arrears of wages l sun that the plaint | : mer. together with overtime rates 

against the defendant nde Rest n Acts, that | | ’ 0.3 t vypeal failed It is brought for 
justify the action which i his lordshir ' vas mi i . ether or not n the facts found 


ScRUTTON and ATkKIn, L 


IJ ave iden s to the like effect | } f | ht herself within the definition 
CouNSEL, for the appella ts Charles K.C 


| 4. & Ee f { 17 ft] rn P tion Act, 1917. The sole question 


the respondent, /nsekip, K.( ind Pra SOLICcITo! C. F. Mart { fact , fruit 1 tables from her 
for Daynea. Son, d& Keele. Nor } Guacott Wed Tickell. & ¢ ’ , f the pur f the house 
Reported by Erskine Rerp, Barrister-at Law | i 1 tituted t 1 market garden 

‘ EES ATER : © that Act That 1a the real noint. Did the 

} ‘ f } . ‘ ‘ . + } ¢ 


a) va irrving on the trade 


High Court—King’s Bench Division. a t gardener? ‘The trade or business of market 


An f 1017 " t +} 


BICKERDIKE vv. LADY FAIRFAX-LUCY. Div. Court. 22nd Jannary - " the Agricultural Holdings Act "1908, 
, hould be 


CORN Propvit rion Act 1917 \irnNIMUM Wact \VIARKET (,;ARDE) t ! ‘ 
Trape or Marker Garpener—AGricutturRAL Hopi Acr. 1% f ‘ e de » masket rden as used in the 
3 Ep. 7, c. 28), s. 48 (1)—Corn Propvuction Act, 1917 (7 & 8 Gr ( Pp Act a \ Itural Holdings Act, 1908, 
46). ss. 4. 17. anp OrpERS ling { ited wholly or 
mek f le or | e of market gardening.” 
The expreasion “ market a ler . , . I} for é mi t ¢ 
7 I t { P \ r 1 ded und used for 
Production Aet. 1917 et be ft co , to the finat : : 
k 1”? ; | } t - t there was no definition of 
‘market garden 1 2 fio 18 h-zect ] tf the tq ' : 
Hol s 1885 . : “ ‘ At 1 ‘ iy ff market arden in the 
a lings At } 3 , ae hold } y P u J / L's “e F -~ = ie sails aa! so tee faa 
lé mur tie rade ? rt an ef aarde j 
ape } | ! \ ther purpose in view. Yet it gave a 
The defendant, with her hust /, oce ed a house f | " A 4 f it wa n the i of the Legislature 
fruit trees and hot-houses, flows nie ‘ table a ens ch f | ; } ted it t for the purpose of construing 
about four acres in extent. The t ntended f the f | Let ther Act. but because he found the language 
the house, hut ti uryvdue. ar f ] t} fa } f 5D a ‘ martkcat wily n the Corn Production 


was sold ; Mos 1 . De Wal Er porte Gully (33 W. R. 733. 14 
| m 7 r ‘ } ‘ Rankruntev Act. to the ume effect 


cent 


Held. that the defer mt did e cult , thee holding ' P r oR nD > } 
mainly for the purpose of the trad h eg of market gard a f n befor t) Court of the words “ market 
and was not bound to pay not Seiad of 1] mis wage to i : ke OS ie ther Wall vA rrving on the 
under the Corn Production Act. 1917. and the Orde 6. ig Socata : alt ed r hecan he « 1 the products 

} ; } ae. 7 

Case stated by the Justices for the County of War I at] . fend Bee an a . a —— Thi ' joa 
the court of summary j irisdiction held by the justices. inf na- | te 1 f t a i we OO - be Re 
tions were preferred by Norman Campbell Bickerdike (the apt . W ; : es in < aniary diffi ttes, 

. : - 08 - . t ‘ f \ t nut them 
under the Corn Production Act, 1917 (7 & 8 Geo. 5 46), against Lad > a af «e of them. that did 


Fairfax-Lucy (the respondent) for employing a workma ne J That niteahla to tha 


) P | 
aM tm sain . on Sa 1919. and 26tl ily, 191! d ; 7 
Beal) in agriculture on 25th May, 1919, 1 26th July 19 5 : lal ‘ 1 the Act of 1917 using the 








unlawfully failing to pay to the said James Beal wages at a rat ; ; To ne light was 
less than the minimum rate as fixed under the said Act. The justices dis - rie dia saaeel 
missed the informations. Upon the hearing of the informations the follow ‘ , ve , , aaa” ma “Ser ¢ masel oon 
ing facts were admitted or proved The respondent is the owner and | , ley r Corn Production Act 
occupier of a mansion houss » known as Charlecote Park; with | (°™! 1 : A lecided that Ladv F ate 
the property are gardens suitable to the house, including walled-ir : alae ‘ wit) t) ss nde of tI . 
garden with fruit trees, glass and hot-houses, flower and vegetab ! : - 7 " : -- r ne , 4] : z ) : Be 
gardens and orchards, and covering some four acres in extent, with t} A t , cman. thy . . ae ar +} weal must 4 
lawns and walks. James Beal was 63 year f age, and as empl | ' 

the respondent in the gardens at Charlecote Park, together : . t nenrred.—Counsrr., Oliver, for the 
others The wages paid to Beal were than the minimum rat \ aa “5 - 4 ail i R ne erence n ¢ sents 
payable to a workman in agricultur nder the Orders published VW *Roard Wright. Hassall d re 
the Agricultural Wages Board rsnant to the Corn Production Act . tor to \ 2 ; ? J 
1917. The house was supplied with produce from the garden ind | Lean ; 

when the fan liv vere not T T S1aence T ne? nr wl ice is they I G H K Ba t at I “ 

required was sent to them from time to t e enerally once | 

Surplus fruit and vegetables from the gardens were from ti 


time 8 Md, and durit z th per ods following the amounts realised from | Probate, Divorce and Admiralty 
such sales were as follows January, 1919, £3 5s.; February, 1919, } » 66 

£3 14s. 2d.; March, 1919, £4 8s. 3d.: April, 1919, £3 11s. 10d.: Vf Jivisio 

1919, £8 18s. 9d.; June 1919, £7 13s. 5d.: July, 1919, £14 Os. 4d: | D Siem. 

August, 1919, £14 2s. 2d.; total, £59 13s. 11d Taking an aver NAYLOR vc. NAYLOR MeCardie, J 9nd February 


throughout the vear about 50 net t ft the roduce y r { r) \ “ , Pret rrow or Consvoat Rients LeTTER 
gardens was usually sold The untity sold varied accordir t t ‘ 1) . Drvonce Rue 17 

seasons and to the necessitic t the ft It was not possible t . ot os . — f I riaht the lever Sd 1 to 
carry on the gardens as a market i xcept at a pecu ’ , me 

ae the cardens. in their then stote at nad dapted » id . oo tof j ‘ } ae 75 é oh D) , Piles 
the purpose. In addition to hi ‘ the head man re ’ r} fa iat t tory t 

per cent. commission on al! sales of ! prod by the rest I f Mr Ewe Dorot Naylor for a decree 
3v section 48 (1) of the Agricultural Holdines Act. 1908. it nat } nd. V r Lionel 
“Tn this Act. unless the cont 4 +h, . a 7 . , ‘ \ | ] Ser } 14 I husband 
means a holding cultivated wholl ly for the pury f for J set The petitioner last 
trade or business of market card gee TI Corn P { { J that date | I ' ' I ith her 
1917, «. 4, sub-section (1), provides that “ Am on wh wher taying ; nor 
@ workman in agriculture shall pay wag to the workman ata r } } On, Sth J 1919, t petitioner wrote to 
not less than the minimum rate as fixed under this Act and annlicab! the rpeenondent, as f « Mv dear Lionel Tam writing to vou to 
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' I u e mem as your wife ar | to il 


ask you to ¢ reconcile the result arrived at in Smith v. Smith (supra) with the 








willing either t i | rt e an with y your | observation of the Court of Appeal in Field v. Feeld, and dealing with 
wife elsewher trust find it bl me an @ the greatest respect with the judgments of those great judges, I think the Son 
und defini t OR n 18th Ju parent inconsistency can be found in the judgments of Lopes, L.J., j 
1919. the j i ‘ Smith v. Smeth, where he states that in that case the husband dis. 

f t lef that vy stat at he would not take his wife back. Perhaps, t) 


oncile the » cases. I cannot help t 


consistent with Filliott i 
held that the letter of dem ) 
t ] 175 required le 
ln Veumann Veumann supra tha 
ised by Barvrave Deane, J In the present case 
e said to be of an affectionite nature, but it could 
t a woman would be affectionate under the circum- cow 
The husband here has also definitely ref sed to Rev 
1 decree of restitution of conjucal rights. with OF 
ithin fourteen davs of service.—CounseL, 7 
eechly, Mumford d& Craig, for BE. R. Ensor 18 


























C. G. Tatsot-Poysonsr, Barrister-at-Law.] 
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BEST v. BEST AND McKINLEY. McCardie, J. 2nd Febrnary half 


i for 
reR ¢ Breras—Ricar to Inspecr Ortcrnat ReGcisteR—BIRTHs 


Deatus Reorstration Acr, 1836 (6 & 7 Writ. 4. c. 86), s. 35 H 

Deatus Reotstratron Act, 1874 (37 & 38 Vict., c. 88 was 
and 
, A 
public has a right to inapect the original port 
and marriages, and to obtain certified ypres Inc 
cited iol ; f » ba ‘ | su t that the ff { ener ; he t upor payment of the prescribed fees £58 


J 


letter in tl ~ cat “ out t equi ‘ ot . : : 1j 
Field y , oe eld that : Sa Pog yea } vas band’s suit. under the Poor Persons’ Rules, f iqu 


a 
: : . rece 
t { ‘ . , iss ! 1is marriage on the ground of his wife’s adultery with : 
etts eate ar : ’ ne 


othe 
mal 
app 


&«) I 
Mo apie. ’ princinia le ’ Viol ee ete he responder in consequence of which she had given birth to an 
that the mane te seegter . a tiunate child at St. Albans. The husband had not had access to the 
;, f me of the conception of the child. Acting on counsel's 
husband had gone to St vans to inspect the original 

births. in order to identify his wife’s signature as the a 
pra ; birth of the child The superintendent registrar whi 
other by the petit iel nae P efusec illow inspection of the original register, acting on instructions Aft 
Court ppeal on the nt , oe at .* od fror e f strar-General Counsel submitted that the superintendent = 


courte 





(supr 


another 


: sib] 
wrong. and that he was bound to allow anyone of the 
, tha 


calinaiiiee tm agen , , : 8, Se = nobl inspect the original registers. under the Births and Deaths stad 

the of the ' , peer 2 P : . n Act. 1836. If this were not so, it would cause a very great bal 

| ind additional expense to poor persons to have to call the 
If had been found necessary in this case, o t 


writter 


for 
on} right eau } 7 ) ; - am 
J 1 he vas t = wis nian the 
between Une sband and te t . ease to | t t [ DIE, « in tl vse of his judgment, said This case hav 
suppos . 


a point of great importance, not only to poor persons, ° an 
to I ' 


here the 
r , é | birth to an illegitumate child, and she was the Ta 
FOr resvitut = . EVOl » {4 g ! t of its birth at the local register office. The principle lai the 
the = oun . ’ . ! iown n br rl Bru rl U7] (1918, P. 257) became applicable as t } » 
the A , . h the rt : ‘ fd i t wife’s signature as informant of the birth of the child. 1 
beyond the . : s rtant that the petits mer should be able to prove that the 
law that the re v ier netion to rrange t of ignat at of his wife. The proper practice has arisen in this 
Bact fully recognized that the petitioner 13s ible to Inspect 
did , in the locality in which it may be, and to give proof 
would , t ' he petit f th atu the box without production of the original register, 
Any question x ; : ! it with ; ified copy of the birth certificate. That practice has 
qe pew . utility to poor people, and has saved great expense. 
Me ‘ ARDIE, t! ! use the inspection of the origina! register was refused to 
asks for a decree of 1 . i I ‘ ! é the titioner, with the result that he has been put to the expense f ff 
whether or not ~* 4 tler whicl r registrar, who has produced the original register here 
resumption of soitation ' I th tl é c fess ‘ 0k with doubt on the refusal by an official of a 
ments of the 1 une ) rt ile 17 rt l . tules y Gaow' t : W He re the registe wus W rongly withheld. 
that the petition Il satisfy t tra yy alicavit file section 3: the Births and Deaths Registration Act of 1836 it is 
4 written dem . a t I that persons having the keeping of any registered books 
I entertain no ) t ‘ t emar rths 1s, Or marriages shall at all reasonable times allow 
oS Boe man ~~ neaning ¢ e we es, and o certified copies to be taken on payment of the fees 
** demand - ’ 6 ject of the ru that f é sty ! ( t gives clear, wide and emphatic powers to the public to 
taken a ré p i , + he it { my | 1 the t From the case of Steel v. Williams (1853, 22 L. J 
— en wou — tn t ile rt le t , he tht of inspection by the public under sub-section 35 
write me plea with hreat nat il tor t ! . l served by the officials Baron Parke there pointe d out be 
unhappy or impossible - ght of though it was said to be the duty of the parish 
by the Court of Appeal in Field v. } ‘ pr ( estior rk (the official in that case) to ‘‘ superintend the search and keep 
letter ; . be writt l of the book Subject to proper control, and the precautions e 
The answer was ir i ! tur the eugrgester by common sense, inspection must be allowed Section 37 th 
letter, I respectfully ee udgment of Cc A vhi ls with indexes, but the rights given by it are clearly additional ™ 
was approved | indiley : 4-ce t te icial witness in this case suggests that the public are entitled to 
he a conciliatory lett as » | to ciiat bet see only the indexes, and refers me t@ section 44 of the Act of 1874. I 
husband an wie is u t lew t t of » considered that section, and the departmental regulations purport 
Appeal ike View Was take y tt 707 i ¢ to have been made under it. In my opinion that section gives the fe 
L. T. 504 Although th r se pl mm ntion ‘ Registrar-General no right to cut down the privileges conferred by 
to Smath v. Smith (supra 0a at rt section 35 of the earlier Act. It may possibly give a power to frame hy 
letter in the case is set out on l ume Vv me | appropriate regulations controiling the procedure of search, but the 
The question arose if tl le ’ was t e it ru ) The power to re gulate the exercise of a right does not entitle an official, on of 
learned Lords Justices ‘ ur ¢ ‘eld 1 ’ } whom it is conferred, to destroy the right which he purports to regulate. i or 
(supra), and took the vie t nt ar imperative letter f | That could only be effected by a statutory provision as clear and 
the wife constituted “ . Wht t ; ] . h! « that which conferred the right Inspection was erroneously 


{ era ‘ 1 he ase 18 a hoh-a t Se ¥ 











was whether the 
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; . + of | the payments are made in respect of the man being a minister of the 
refused, and [ trust that what I have said evil have ie oS parish ‘at the time and getting this extra payment, whatever it was, in 
preventing the recurrence of such refusal—COUNSEL, © ’ respect of his office."’ That applied to the particular facts of that case, 
Soricrtors, Milner & Bickford which was one of an annuity given to a man who had been a minister 
[Reported by C. G. Tatzot-Powsoxar, Barrister-at-Law.) ft hurch of | 1s as a col sxionate allowance. But the fact 

= that the office I an to that the fact that the 


— : ‘ vas not y the loyer, the company, but by the 


~ - mad nah fl lead te foe ! i ‘ in the company, were both matters 
CASES Ok LAS l S] | | INGS. , ot very veight ere ) vim wuld have been made to him 
| by t many; 3t Vv ld | , altr ires, but the shareholders 

A ] after the ne-r ssed a resolutio hanking him for his services, 

Court of ppea . 1 asking hi ‘ “Ot n ney paid by them. That pointed 

t e sum’ t Ing “ay rr services rendered, Lord Lore 

COWAN v. SEYMOUR (Surveyor of Taxes). No. | 15th December uurn, in Blak n ) Dp ’. 104) said : ‘‘ In my opinion, 
Revenve—Inxcome Tax—Orrice on EmpLroyMeEnt or PRorit—SecRetar) ere a sum of mor ‘ scanty a coy > ibstantially hi oo 
or Company Wirnovr Remuneration—LiquipaTor In WINDING-UP I n by r son of -— ; > 
PRESENT BY SHAREHOLDERS For Pasr Services—Income Tax Act it ® Gum of n me el ! ‘ ' 108 services ® ~ i 
1842 (5 & 6 Vict. c. 35), s. 146, nr. 1, Scnepute E la > hed I s wer sags : pare 
Where the secretary of a company acted as such without remunera ! jue to the pers 1 « t f the particular clergyman, it 
tion, being precluded hy the articles fi eceiving any, and subse ' } ! vy payment for services, but a mere 
quently acted az unpaid liquidator in a voluntary winding-up, and aft ; rag aes Sl en ae tl ild certainly say that 
completion of the winding-up accepted a gift from the shareholders of codiemeiall teak e sh, yment wes not © prefs of 
half the surplus balance after payment of all claims, with their thanks any ; ' ‘ monial to e appellant for his past ser 
for the services which he had rendered to the company. . Int the d ! =" } ordship) felt was whether that 
Held (reversing Rowlatt, J. (1919, 2 K. B. 146)), that the pa nt really ; ( no ct. and whether the case ought not to 
was not made to him as the profit of any office or employment of propt > | he Comm ‘ o determine Although he had grave 
and was not asseszable to income tax under S hedule E. ! t he had me » the nelusion » Court ought to give 
eculate upon there 


1 
I 


Appeal of Charles John Cowan from a decision of Row latt, J re- other than thes 
ported 1919, 2 K. B. 146), in a case stated by the Commissioners «1 tated =~ arti 
Income Tax, who had assessed Mr. Cowan to income tax in a sum of : ce ' ; rig: *e om ‘ “ a tet 
£586 8s. 4d. The appellant had been secretary, and at a later dat: : ; estimonial for‘ his gest 
liquidator, of the New Zealand and Federal Company (Limited), but | — . yall 4 T tteneaibeer Lacy 
received no remuneration for his services. The company was not 1 : ae 
engaged in trade, but was a financial trust company, holding shares i: ne ene ee 
other companies, and it was provided by the articles that neither c} srofeed tauaaa 
man, directors nor secretary should be paid any remuneration. 1 ; ts » t +: Sndlae of Gakaen 
appellant acted as secretary from 1908. when the company was formed . cir BOM Pollock 
until 1916, when he was appointed liquidator in a voluntary winding-up Cn Solicitor 
On 29th November, 1916, an extraordinary general meetin was held 
which the accounts of the winding-up of the company were presented 
After meeting all claims due there was a sum in hand which was divi 
sible among the ordinary shareholders. A resolution was then pa j 


that, subject to the consent of each oe shareholder, ~ 4 : * High Court—Chancery Division. 


and the late secretary should be ask accept a moiety, 
balance. and that the best thanks of the shareholders he given Re CASSANO AND MACKAY'S CONTRACT. Astbury, JJ. 
for their services. The appellant received a moiety he balar i201 : 
amounting to £586 8s. 4d.. and was assessed thereon me tax b 7 > — Oo RCHASERS 1N 
the Commissioners. On appeal, Rowlatt, J., held t} he ment ; ’ ony ORDER 
having been made in recognition of the appellant’s services as secre 

and liquidator, the money accruéd to him by reason of his office 
thereupon became an office of profit w thin section 146 of the ' é tit een a pt ( purchaser has qe into posses. 
Tax Act, 1842, and that the annellant was lable to 1 ‘x vendor haa 
that sum under Schedule E. The appellant appealed ce wrod f ecifie performance » vendor can obtain 


halance of the 
Tue Court allowed the appeal ; 


the contract 

Lord Sternpare, M.R., said that the only diff ulty which he had felt 7 ¥ he 7 on , y “7 a in default to 
in the case was whether the Court could deal with it as it stood. o: I, ; . onan mf J nal / / é lodge in court 
whether they ought not to send it back to the Commissioners. [H 
lordship then stated the facts and proceeded :] At that time the em 
ployment of Mr. Cowan, except, perhaps, for some purely formal acts f 
was at an end, and the office of chairman was at an end as soon as the mut mr ante tory relief in ar n for specific per 
liquidation began. Under Schedule E of the Income Tax Act. 1842 format ts wer I W'S n 2ut 1919, the vendor 
s. 146, r. 1, it was provided :—The said duties shall be annually tracted to sell certain cinema premises to the purchasers. The pur 
charged on the persons respectively having, using, or exercising the on 15th September, when the purchasers were 
| offices or employments of profit mentioned in the said Schedule ns , »b Oo » pul é ney and have possession. If the 
blie to whom the annuities, pensions, or stipends F shall be pavabk t w I comp , dav nterest is t ? be paid on the 

ees for all salaries, fees, wages, perquisites or profits whatsoever accruit } 1 | tle was accepted, 
by reason of such offiees, employments or pensions. It was ath wal d the ionme f ‘ ‘ , the agreement was 
settled that a voluntary payment, if it accrued to a person by virtue had been given 
an office held by him, was a profit within the meaning of the schedul: ' ‘ m f mplete he balance the purchase money 
It was argued by the apnellant in the present case, howe er. that there ! ove ber t te . fo , ine performance, 
must be an office of profit before there could be anv voluntarv payment ; + notice of motion 
in respect of it As soon, however, as one arrived at the fact that an wv! : . g the , withi four days after service of 
voluntary payment accruing by reason of the office was a pr fit. one had money im court, with 
at once an office of profit Let them suppose that the r online al " » deliver up possession 
been passed that the company should reward the appellant by mal} t é y cas 4 y » interest due. One purchaser 
a payment to him for his services as secretary and liquidator: it coul ‘ _ ce, er of them app ared on the motion. 
not be then said that his office w as not an office of profit It ee nsel ! t elie n eenwood \ Turner (1891, 2 Ch. 
rather like arcuing in a circle, but that was because the lan as . 14 A r ¢ hi . cone de red, and Kekewich, J., 
the statute was talking in a circle. The argument of the a unt ma uN Ger me now asked for. He also referred to 
however. had been narrowed, and it was yw said that the ymet eton on Judgment n e n, p. 2222; Daniell’s Chancery Practice, 
onld not he 1 profit because 1t Was made after the ffi . té th ¢ { oe : . Specihe Perf TMANCS, oth edition, 
minated. and could never have been made wh'le it was abil in avi 1. inter i to court | way of security for damages 
ence No hard and-fast line could he drawn j +] P 
can’s Executors v. Farmer (1909. S. C. 1212. 5 Tax C ‘ I am far from satisfied 
Lord President said ‘7 nfte : i Skee ahd , hi » righ e order in Greenwood vy. 
how it could possibly be said to be in respect of his offic oe 7 yprv) is the la pr it in the books. I suppose I must 
the whole reason it was given to him was that he was no longer in the low it. I accordingly mak 2 CouxseL, Walter @. 
office. That seems to me to end the whole anestion $6 thareface wok r Sonicrrors, Taylor 
out of the category of cases of Easter offerings and others 


1 December 


ed to 


se ( 


nder 


1t 18 


ae 


ce ss T have ne 


where all {Reported by Lrowarp Mar Baerristerat-Law.] 
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Be CROSSE. OLDHAM CROSSE. Asi bury, J. 18th December. 
Wit—Beovesr or Crean Annvat Sum or £4,000 a Year Free or 


Income Tax créer Tax—Frinance (1909-10) Acr (10 Ep. 7, c. 8), 
8. 66—Finance A 914 (4&5G 10 a 3 
Under / f f tax and 
one year ihe 4 4 fator lett hie 
wile é 4 ; ; 
He hat 1 On 
; ‘ 
> \ ( 1 ¢ ’ j 
i 
Re Craw } \ j j 
Phi , ‘ f £4,000 
ss to De T i? i 
e Che testator, by dated 
6th May 19] , , a ‘ 
tees there } 1 $ 
per ‘ » his 
trustee i! r ; } : | f 
the pl t et fea 
durin he vid ‘ , é 
i im a e 
qu t t n ‘ the 







wf i ! 
come u ler ! j a ry ‘ » S00 " , 
’ , - | ’ 
of ll deduct f Pete J., held in effect 
that the word ' ad l not i le super tax 
which was not e, and for or w which the 
trustes vere t ’ ] In the nr al tyr es 
as no ground for I from income tax te free 
from deductal t { ) endi in Pe C's hay is 
inapp b | f r £4 000 f her 
tax {(OUNSEI i a nad 7 FF Nbirl »* Diahton Pollork 
J Hi R af . } Oth ('rowder. d- ¢ 
Rr . uM n ‘ at-La ’ 


Societies. 
The Law Society. 


SPECIAL GENERAL MEETING 

A special gener f the Law Society was held at the Society’s 
Hall, Chancery ] i } | the it iltimo, the President Mr 
Wi lam Arth it ri I the I An mm th Be present were 
Mr. Chark Her Mort L, ! Vice- Presider M Alfred 
John Mort Ra S l Mr. ( ! Edward Barry (Brist Mr 
Harry R el B H Mr. John James Dun e 
sotterell, Mr. John Wreford Bud Mir. Lewin Bampfield Carslake, Mr 
Alfred He Col B " Vj C Allen Coward Mr 
Weeden Dawes, Mr R rt W Dibdin, Mr Thom Eggar 
(Bright M \W ‘ He y Foster. Mr. Thomas M " Francis 
(Cam bride M S ‘ C tt Mi H eT Cibeon, M O es 
Goddard, Mr. John Roger Burr Gr ry, Sir William Hargreaves 
Leese, Bart., Sir ( es El’on J mor K.C.B. (Hertford). Mr 
Philip Hubert Martineau, Mr. Charles Gibbons May, Mr. Joseph Farmer 
Milne (M te Vi R + ( « r Nesbitt, Mr. Arthur Cupson 
Peake (Leeds) Mr. R Ward Ed Lane Poo’e. Mr. Georg 
William Rows Mr ¢ ‘ Leopold Sat n, Sir Richard Stephens 
Tavlor, Mr. Henr I's | M R t Mills Welsford and Sir 
William Howard Winter! n (members of the Council E. R. Cook 

secretary iH. E. J Assistant S tary 

Presi « INAUGIRA \ RESS 

The Presipent | Gentl n, it is, IT believe, usual to prefacs« 
this meetin t} 4 1 from the hairman, and it certainly 
seems fitti that this, the first sion which I meet vou afte 
the expir » of six months since you honoured me by electing nic 
to the chair I sl id Ive 1 an t f some of my experiences 
as president, so that y may } 1 better idea of the work of the 
Council whom IT } ‘ tantly hard at work, though frequently 
accensed of doi noth I know full well that, to quote an old 
3uddhist proverb Of the unspoken we 1 thon a t master: the snoken 
. word is master of thee.’’ Nevertheless, at the risk of being too out 








spoken, I will venture—and I know that at the close I shall regret more 


what T have left unsaid than what T sav 
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APPRUVED and COMMENDED by leading EXPERTS 
for the REMEDIAL TREATMENT of ali grades of 
MENTAL DEFECT. 


The ROYAL EARLSWOOD INSTITUTION 


is a REAL HOME for those UNDEVELOPED persons 

of both sexes who need kind contro! and expert 

supervision in Good Schools, Farm, Kitchen Garden 
aod Manual training. 

Trust Funds are available for the Children of Barristers, 

Solicitors, ani Cl rgy of Church of England. 

Admission on Inclusive Fees. If whole cost cannot be paid, 

by votes of Subscriters, with pari-paymenat. No eompetitior, 
only a smal! detinite number of votes required. 


Legacies as Endowments create permanent benefits. 





Fu'l information of Mr. 4 HOWARD, ‘Se cretary, 14-16, Ludente beet, 
London, E.c. 4. Te lephone: 5 











ee 
WoMEN AND THE PROFESSION. 


First, let me refer to the ladies. You all know that the Sex Dis 

talification Removal Act became law last year. Since it came into 

e twelve women have registered articles of clerkship to solicitors 

Of their preliminary qualifications for our branch of the law I need 

t speak. They appear in the answer I give to the questions on the 

enda. I need oaks say Beng we give them welcome on the threshold 
law, and hope, before long, to see them fully qualified and the 


tbilities occupied and tried in good practice. Ladies certainly form 
tant, if not the largest, part of our clients, and are among 

t re most trustful, most intelligent and most exacting in 
e needed to discharge our duties towards them. They will soon 


loubt 1 » he eir sisters and extending a helping hand t 












LAND TRANSFER 
I think, as forming the greatest part of the solicitor’s work 
hroughout the country, land transfer calls for the next place. Our 


who has in this hall insisted on woman's 


eague, Sir Walter Trower 
right to be educated in the law, hoe given largely of his time to the 
F 


rk of the ‘Committee on the acquisition, valuation and transfer of 


land in England and Wales. The fourth report of that Committee, 
ssued in November last, is now before us, and the Council have been 
busily engaged since it was printed in digesting and analysing its cor 
tent The object is to facilitate and cheapen the transfer of land, 
1 to say that the report extends to forty-eight foolscap pages of 
nted matter without the evidence, is to show that it is in a condensed 
rm itself. We have prepared a document which condenses it still 
further, and which will shortly be, if it is not now, before every 
provincial law society in England and Wales; and when we have their 
iews we shall be able, we hope, to come to a decision as to how far 
ve can support and how far we must oppose its proposals. The Bill 
to carry them out in their entirety will be introduced at an early date, 
1 I do not think anyone will complain if that Bill is necessarily a 


long one. it is quite impossible to make a short document of an 
strument designed to do away with the complications arising from 
stom starting before the date of legal memory, and even if we begin 
h the w known statute, “ De Donis Conditionalibus,’’ we have 





s¢ on seven hundred centuries of cobwebs to sweep away before we 
in begin our new building. To those who are reading Mr. H. G 
Wells’ ‘‘ Outline History of the World,’’ 1285 a.p. will seem quite a 
ecent date; but we moderns cannot undertake to deal with the ante 
diluvians, and must leave that for the museums. I will not sketch the 
system of improved tenure which the report contemplates should be 
established. We are all agreed that many things must be done away 
ith, and indeed, the new Bill will doubtless follow the lines of a 
reform suggested by Lord Haldane before the war, and do away with 
the endless variety of tenure which now exists, and establish a simple 
tenure and a system of transfer which should be as simple as the 


transfer of a sum of stock. How far this can be done is, of course, a 
most difficult question, for when you buy a particular amount of, say. 
War Stock, you do not care what particular amount you get All 
fractions are identical, and are movable property. But immovabie 


propertv is a very different thing, and identity becomes all important; 
ind, although it has the quality of land which, as Joshua Williams 
says, ‘‘ No man can run away with,” still it is that particular piece 
f land you want and no other, and which in most cases you must 

have, and the problems of keeping it distinct, defining its boundaries 
ind other incidents, become all important. A very important point of 
the Report, however, and one to which I must certainly allude, is the 
wragraph which proposes to abolish the veto of the County Councils t 

the establishment of a system of registration of title throughout the 
country similar in all important respects to that which exists in London 
Hitherto no snch register ¢ uld he established unless on the initiative 
f a County Council. The Report proposes, and the Billi also will, we 

lerstand, pronose. that this right should he taken away and be given 

to the Privy Council It will pronose. too, we gather, that certain 
delays, snch as the deposit of the Privy Council’s Order on the table 
of both Houses, should be interposed ; but a vote of either House will 
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bring it into operation, and we all know how easily a Government can 
earry such a resolution if it desires, and we cannot yet think that su 

a change is desirable. The Law Society approved Lord Haldane’s pro 
posals before the war as to land tenure and t sfer in the main, b 
they have always contended that refor: é stems of tenure and 
transfer should pre ede the establishment of any . vy, and that is 
their attitude up to the pres ! 
1897, the date of the last 

registry Counties have 

hitherto w rked well 


m pos 


st commend this 
il may have t 


mind that 


ywhil 
m 
nd will 


} 
l 


t omit 
ipon y 
lor of the Committee 

Trustee, on which our former 
act That committee reporte i 
which Mr. Garrett was not a 
minority report signed by him 
reports, which the Council at 
report tends to encourage the 
the State, by means of his staf 
should be done by agents outsid: 
for the purpose. ‘To recoup t 
thus occasioned, increased fees 
will have the effect of making 
tration of which is a simple matter 
the administration of the estates 
heavy. In other words, A does I 
The minority report takes the other 
of the Public Trustee Office, which |} 
may be reduced by diminishing staff 
estates which require an extra expenditu 
jthe two reports side by side with 
is the inevitable tendency whi 
and is likely to be pursued in 
Nothing can be found in t 
I have read the reports 
effect as I construe it The Cour 
professions concerned, and in December 
presided, attended by the re presentati 
societies, the Surveyors’ Institution 
the reports were fu ly discussed and 
Lord Chancellor on the subject. This 
which I have indicated It w 
So lety of Chartered Accountants 
representative on the comm 
report The representative 
of the Surve rs’ Institut 
besides the matter al 
deputation 
from doit 
of Lords 
that day 


Management 
intent. of t} 
explicit 

words } prov 
facilities t , the tat tie (ct hich | is all 


the st. of the genera a) vel t etting the publi 


machinery which, tr i ’ dy, could compe 


an 


) nti 

intended to convey that ther 

the office Ww | be dev: ped 

Veying, and the busir $8 0 pr y 
be provided for all those who to outside 1s 
ance, I can only savy that such ; idea & no ré ion whatever to 
recommendations made by the majorit thank the Lord ( 
cellor for his words, which I duly appreciate. T also thar k our repre 
sentative for his report which drew them forth, and I feel confid 
that, working in the spirit of the Lord Chancellor's speech. we 

not be far from following the spirit of Mr. Garrett's recommendati: 
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the long and short of it is that you iot classify energy, tact and the 
priceless power of initiative; the things of the spirit which, like 
righteousness and trutl mnot be pressed defined in term of 
something else Qualit before ! s hat we are aim at; 
things which canr ‘ ted ‘ ul " We ill see what 
our meetin I De t i | r = nat t may 
happen, nothir b py nd nfiden relation 
that has existed bet ‘ ina { 
OLICITORS' ( 

One further vfore | sit d Dy I cost I put it 
last because it is a id iter t t it neve in 
portant. Here aga I ‘ lilleremce p ! by 
time and payment b es 1} f ir charge the main, 
by consideration of k t ft t rd rent « 1 inter 
view, or ittendancs . d I is practi payment 
by time imd is ry 1 into sie tion as 
regards payment | i n i t that our ¢ nts ill 
always pay us by result nd ‘ fl é he t me ds i 
eternal and wi ever be 1, in | Mear have 
to arrange a m be rs at least e have been 
agitating and ter t} i control In M 
1918. we obtained lers raj t ite ious matte 0) per 
cent., although we ed f >] Ma reas t 
absence of Lord R Ame s, fe | f 
lamented death, of Lord 5S iit i of the R delayed 
us; but last Decemb le t 1 authorizing an rease of 
334 per cent. in allt tte my a : ) of the Re tion 
Order of 1881, gener } ! > j items I t 
hope, be followed b le fre rities raisit he 20 pe 
cent. contentiou I 1, for the nent 
we must be nter i f ( cent We } at 
under discussion a draft ler gi in opti rae 
a gross sum, and this | been d l r similar rea id 
an additional one, that tl t ‘ li nembers of the ile kin 
authority did not see eye t i tru of t Act 
of 1881 We ive ¢ pe I ! hem we a ri ind | 
need only say that, i nnect I} e the support of and an 
actively supportin Si N n H the 1 lent for r of 
the Liverpool La “ t is ¢ d his views s i 
the subject is did also our t t I Pinsen tb i 
ham Before our next meet trust ‘ b icces } the 
multitude of rule-maki } s ibject of 8 it reR 
has convince | ne ! I t } it »> me before t t . 
high time we had the M ty f J bly ady ted | I 
late President, Mr. | ( tlem i ed 
I have not told you I 1 which the Coun have 
been envaged, but I) f samy {f the most in portar 
and I believe is | promised, | nad ited them f 1a 
charge of neglectir es 1 su ied reasor vy the La 
Society should be I ted | ty ‘ t 
to yom us 

Rail ' 

[ may perhay t ld in this that in 1909 , 
ago, 16,797 solici ay ra certificates l 1919 there 
were 14.830, a rta i part to t r, and ‘ ‘ now 
increasing. In 1909 t t 6ll n ‘ f the La ther« 
are now 8,72 » that ' ibe reasin tisin 
solicitors have « 

\ ENCE OF Sol rol 

Mr. James Dopp (London) had g ! e as fol 

That it is in the publ terest t! 8 I s! ild have iudience 
in all courts co-equal with ba r 

Mr.. Ricuarp Kino (Londot , | | | ed 
that Mr. Gisborne who t eat st t } tior hicn 
Mr. Dodd's moti I | ild e been presel but, a 
he could not be, he a vie He appealed to Mr. Dodd 
to withdra the moti f reas t t M Dodd ed : 
similar resolution at , ti " rt time ago, when it 
was negatived nd it l t be iy sed t members had altered 
their views in the me t Se d + matter f fact. it was 
common knowledge that a Bi ul been drafted, under the ispices of 
a committee ki wT! t | n ( h dealt with the 
whole question plex subject That 
Bill would, of course, « ‘ re the S nd it could then be 
discussed and the h Tt tus dealt with in its full effeet 
This particular mot s, if might ture to savy so, a littl 
selfish in the interest of solicitor He t on the Committee, but 
he knew enouch about the Bil vd ri drafted to sav that it 
made full provis f t ‘ f 

The Presipent said that Mr. K S poir f order appeared to be 
that Mr. Dodd had brou i i ti ne motion at a recent dat 
That was scarcely s The 1 th i t nut t the members 
except in the form of an 1 iment to a re lution of the general 
meeting of 3lst Januar last It is negatived as an amendment 
and tbe original resoluti i i d That resolution was ther 
taken to a poll, when it was ne ed. It could scarcely be said that 
Mr. Dodd's resolution was negatived t was not put at that meeting 
as a resolution at al! It was it lear that it was open to Mr. Dodd 
to bring the matter forward as he had dor but, having regard to the 


fact that the subject was 
Mr. King had sta‘ed it we 


that Mr. Dodd should not go 


ciscusse« 


iid 


hin a year, and that, as 
other pia ] 1 


rested 





any gTeat 











Mr. Dopp said he thought it was very wrong, after a poll of the pro 


fession had been take that any member should go sulking over their 
differer to the H i Commons and try and force upon them a mea 
sure which their own | ession had a'ready declared iteelf opposed to. 





He had broug forward this proposition as an amendment to 
resolution at the general meeting referred to, and was then defeated 
The fusionists had now in their turn been defeated on a poll of th: 
whole of the members of the society. The result was clearly in favour 
( f the proposal he had put down re his mind it deserved the suppor 
ot the fusionists. It seemed to him to give the fusionists all that the 
juired with none of the disadvantages which attached to fusior 

Lherefore why the stood in the way he did not know The President 


had referred to the 
At the time Mr. G 


the cost, the dela 


remarkable address by Mr. Garrett two years ag 
drew the attention of the sc: iety to the fact 
and the stupidity of procedure was driving 
urts of arbitration which they did not 


irrett 


into ce want 


! e led to abandon their cases ae t ley und they 
‘ ! t et a justice It that was so it was time the protession 

f | out the caus nd Mr. Garrett had said that the enormous increas 
f nsel fees w one These fees had enormously increased in 
‘ irs rhe ! courts had enabled the solicitor branch of 
profession to appear and advocate the causes of their clients, and 

lor tl ist reat. efficiency as counsel were able to 

, It tors re sufficiently trained to take up the work of 

icy in irt in the kingdom. It appeared to him an astonish 
that e man who did not wish to plead his own cause was 

on l statute, he did not know by what rule, to employ 
rd three people to do it for him—the solicitor, the barrister and 

the barrist k. And when the opponent on the other side hay 

‘ iri he was told he must employ a fourth individual, 
se fe might be so enormous that it must bring 
nal f he st his case, to ruin. It was a ridiculous state of 
that on ild not approach the bar of a court without all this 
valia. T time had come when they, as solicitors, should claim 
t of audience in all the courts of the kingdom. They were even 

1 from pettyfogging courts like the Mayor’s Court and quarte: 


st \nyone who had an appeal in a Workmen’s Compensation 


ise, { star to quarter sessions, had to tell the poor client, ‘‘ You 

} er’ «l ground of appeal, but you cannot go forward, because 
if » do it will be necessary to employ counsel, and that will mean an 
el nous expense, and if you lose your case you will be ruined for 
That s a rotten state of things for a country like this, and 


had ne when it should be put an end to The proposal 

1 add t ie digni of the solicitor branch of the profession and 

t 1 it uuld do no harm whatever to the status of th 

| ‘ ise thé Bar would then become a body of specialists like the 
H reet medical profession. Solicitors would go to the members 
Bar, as the lid now when their services were required in im 

, But when it was only necessary to ask for judgment by 


indefended cases in the Divorce Court, the solicitor 

seemed to him that solicitors were perfectly com 

without the necessity of paying the extortionate fees 
el were demanding to-day 

Mir. W. M. Pyke (London) seconded 


undefended 


r to take 
eal lt 


petent to do thi 


He said that in cases that were 
m why clients should be pu 


there was no rea t 


t expense briefing counsel. 
Pr IDENT said th it the que tion h ad heen disc ussed so ret ently 
s possible no other member might wish to speak upon it 
He n put the motion, when thirty-five votes were given in its favour 
| fi€ty against. It was therefore lost 
Law Covnts Brancn County Covrt 
Dopp ved, in accordance with notice, ‘‘ That it would be t 


gr nd conven und barristers practising in 
inty courts to have a branch of the Westminster County 

1 at the Strand Law contested county court 
ild by agreement be tried irrespective of jurisdiction.’’ He 
uuld not ask for a poll upon the preceding motion, in the hope that 
motion he was now bringing forward would be carried. Solicitors 


ind it to be an intolerable nuisance that they should have to travel 


untage a rence of solicitors 


Court estab 





auses 


Courts, where 





to the wilds of Greenwich or Whitechapel, or other remote places, where 
they would have to hang about all day, and perhaps come back again 
n the followin day There were two derelict courts at the Royal 
Courts of Justice. They could be used perfectly well for deciding 


vurt cases, and he suggested that the easiest plan would be to 
t branch of the Westminster County Court should be estab 
ed there By that means solicitors would have their cases tried on 
spot, without the necessity of journeying far away from their offices 
He was looking forward to the time when there 
} the Law Courts 
all kinds of things done without having t 


districts 
kind of 


rs could get 


emote 
1 be a 
here solicit 


county court clearing house at 


vrite letters to outside county courts. That would come later on. H« 
thought the proposal was a reasonable one, that it would be both in 

e interest of solicitors and counsel, and that it would therefore b: 
agreed to Ihe only object he had in suggesting that the proposed 


irt should be made a branch of the Westminster County Court was 
that the Royal Courts were in the district of Westminster, and it could 
be carried out, he believed, without an Act of Parliament 

Mr. Hasetptne Jones (London) seconded. 

Mr. W. Marsnatt (London) said he would venture to urge that the 
suggestion was not feasible. It would simply mean moving the offices 

the respective county courts to the High Court Everybody who 


knew anything about county court work knew that when you applied fer 
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a ing of your case you had to get a return day. ‘The officials wou'd 
not be able, without the establishment of a lot of machinery in the build 
ings of the High Court, to say on what day it would be convenient to 
hear a case. That was a point of great difficulty which occurred to him 

Mr. Pyxe said that Mr. Dodd had only spoken of Westminster County 


! 
| 


Court. There were many other courts who would ask that they should | 


have the same facilities. Then there would be two branches of the same 
county court, one sitting locally and the other at Westminster. That 
was where the difficulty would arise. 

Mr. P. H. Cuampers (London) supported the motion. It would be a 
matter of very great convenience to solicitors and witnesses. It would 
give easy access for those having business at the High Court for 
the various matters in the county courts surrounding London Th 
machinery for carrying out the proposal was not a matter for con 
sideration now. If they could get the principle confirmed the machinery 
would follow. 

Mr. J. F. C. Bennett said the proposition was no doubt a very con 
venient one for solicitors who had their offices in Lincoln’s Inn and the 
neighbourhood of the Law Courts, but how would it affect those solicitors 
who had their offices in the districts of the particular county courts 
concerned? Wihat chance would there be of taking the local work 
to the Law Courts branch’? It should be remembered that the loca! 
men would have to deal with local work, and if the local work were 
taken away from the courts in their particular districts it would be 
unfair to them. 

Mr. Dopp, in reply, said that the last speaker had overlooked the 
words ‘‘ by agreement’’ in the resolution. Those who did not desire 
that their cases should be tried at the Law Courts need not have them 
tried there. 
be tried there accordingly. 
fession the opportunity. 

On the motion being put to the meeting it was carried by thirty votes 
to twenty-seven. 

The PRestpent pointed out that under the bye-laws the motion was a 
recommendation to the Council only, and it was necessary that 
should be confirmed at the next general meeting of the Society 

Law Society Court or ARBITRATION. - 

Mr. Epwarp A. Bett (London) had given notice to move ‘‘ That the 
Council be requested forthwith to consider and report whether or not 
it be within the purview of the charters of the Society to institute at 
the Law Society a court of arbitration available to the public, and, it 
so, whether a rota of the members of the Council could be prepared 
for the purpose of presiding in such court as arbitrators.’’ 

The Presipenr stated that Mr. Bell had intimated to him that h 
would be unable to be present. The motion would not therefore be 


proceeded with. 


It was only common sense to give the pro 


Women ENTERING THE PROFESSION 
N 


Mr. Bett had also given notice to ask the following questions 
“Is the Council in a position to state: (a) The number of ladies who 
have registered articles of clerkship in pursuance of the Sex Disqualifi 
cation Act’ (6) How many of these ladies have been granted exemp 
tion curtailing the period of their articles on account of university or 
other degrees? (c) What are the respective periods of their exemp 
tion? (d) The number of lady students who have enrolled themselves 
for attendance at the Law Society’s classes? ’ 

The Prestpent said the answer to the first question was twelve. To 
the second the answer was four, three for three years and one for fou 
years. In answer to the third question, there were at present three 
oral and one correspondent study. The answer to the fourth question 
was that altogether there had mn five, some of whom were not under 
articles. 

Bits or Costs 

Mr. Bett had further given notice of the following question :—‘* Is 
the Council prepared to inform the Society what steps (if any) since 
the date of the last annual general meeting the Council (or members of 
any of its sub-committees) have:taken with the view of bringing into 
effective operation a rule enabling solicitors at their option in conten 
tious and/or non-contentious matters to bring in bills of costs without 
items with the view of getting an assessment thereof at a gross sum 
and thereby avoiding what may be considered the archaic procedure of 
delivering itemed bills of costs previously to the taxation thereof? ’ 

The Presipent said that in answer to the final question he might 
say that the Council had not taken steps to bring into operation a 
rule enabling solicitors, at their option, to deliver bills of costs with 
out items in contentious cases, but, since the last annual general meet 
ing, they had been and were still in communication with the Lord 
Chancellor and the Master of the Rolls on the subject of the delivery 
of such bills in non-contentious business. The judges had intimated 
that they were prepared to recommend a particular form of order, but 
some members of the Council were not satisfied with that. and th 
Council were pressing the judges to grant an order of a more extended 
nature. 





Law Association. 


The monthly meeting of the directors was held on the 29th January, 
Mr. Thomas H. Gardiner in the chair. The other directors present 
were Mr. H. B. Curwen, Mr. P. E. Marshall, Mr. A. E. Pridham 
and the Secretary (Mr. E. E. nr Four new life members and 
thirteen annual subscribers were elected. 
relief of deserving cases, and other general business transacted. 


| 


United Law Society. 

A meeting was held in the Middle Temple Common Room on Monday, 
the 2nd inst. Mr. Sydney Ashley was in the chair, Mr. W. T. Williams 
rhat the case of Wild v. Simpson (1919, 2 K. B. 544) was 
wrongly decided Mr. G. B. Burke opposed Messrs. Shove, 
Macquoid, Boon and Wood-Smith also spoke Mr. Williams having 
! vas put to the house, and carried by vote 


noved 


eplied, the motion 


Court of International Justice. 


Che 7'mes correspodent at Berne, in a message dated 2nd February, 
says Ihe Dutch Government has invited neutral States to attend 
conference on 9th February at The Hague to discuss the formation of 
permanent Court of International Justice, in accordance with 
Article 14 of the Covenant of the League of Nations. Switzerland will 
be represented by the Swiss Minister to Holland and Professor Eugéne 


a ¢ 


| Huber, the distinguished jurist 


If they wished that they should be tried there they could 


A sum of £105 was voted in | 


i 


| and Associated Powers, t 


The 7imes adds that under the Covenant of the League it is pro 
ided that the Council of the League shall formulaté and submit to 
the members for adoption plans for the establishment of a Permanent 
Court of International Justice 

he Council is to consist of representatives of the principal Allied 
wether with four other members of the League, 
those selected provisionally being Belgium, Brazil, Spain and Greece. 

The Conference called by the Dutch Government is thus unofficial in 
so far as the Council of the League is concerned 


The League of Nations and Japan. 
of 26th December, which have just arrived 


The Japanese newspapers 
that at a general meeting of the 


in Londen, state, Bays the 7'smes 
Kenseikai (Constitutional) Party, representing the Opposition, resolu 

ms were unanimously adopted pledging the party to the strict 
ibservance of the League of Nations Covenant and the attainment of its 
ibjects. The attitude of the majority party in the Diet, the Seiyukai, 
towards the League may be inferred from the fact that its leader, Mr 
Hara, is the present Prime Minister, and that Viscount Uchida, in 
his latest declaration of policy, referred to Japan's adhesion to the 
League as having gained for it added importance in the family of 
nations 

The leader of the third party—the Kokumin-to—in the Diet is a 
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member of the Advisory Council to the Government for Foreign Affaire, 
and this also strengthens the position of the Covenant among the 
political parties of the country. 

Other resolutions were passed at the meeting of the Kenseikai Party 
recommending a general amelioration of labour conditions and the adop 
tion of universal suffrage, and strongly urging the continuation of the 
Anglo-Japanese alliance 


Panel Doctors’ Fees. 


The Ministry of Health announces that, in accordance with the recent 
agreement between the Government and the medical profession that the 
question of the remuneration of doctors under the Health Insurance Act» 
should be submitted to arbitration, the following have consented to 
act as the arbitrators 

Mr. F. Gore-Browne, K.C. (a Master of the Bench of the Inner 
emple), chairman 

Sir Richard Vassar-Smith (President of the Council of the Institute 
of Bankers and chairman of Lloyd's Bank) 

Mr. J. C. Stamp, Fellow of the Royal Statistical Society (secretar) 
to Explosives Trades (Limited) and a member of the Royal Commission 
on Income ‘l'ax) 

The terms of the reference to the arbitrators are as follows 

“To advise the Government what should be the amount of the capita 
tion fee (per insured person per annum) on the basis of which the 
Central Practitioners Fund under Article 19 (i) of the Medical Benefit 
Regulations, 1920, sheuld be calculated, so as to afford fair remunera 
tion for the time and services required to be given by general practi 
vioners, under the conditions set out in those Regulations, in connection | 
with the Medical attendance and treatment of insured persons. 

This capitation fee is not to include any payment in respect of the 
supply of drugs and appliances (such payments being met out of the 
Drug Fund under Article 22), nor any payments to meet those special | 
conditions of practice in rural and semi-rural areas which are covered 
by the payments to be made out ‘of the Central Mileage Fund under | 
Article 19 (ii) 


Law Students’ Journal. 
LAW Stupents’ Depatina Sociery.—Joint debate with the Divorce 
Law Reform Union.—At a meeting of the society, held at the Law 
Society's Hall on Tuesday, 3rd February, 1920 (chairman, Mr. C. P. 


Blackwell), the subject for debate was ‘‘ That, in the opinion of 
this house, either party to a marriage should have the right to apply 
for a divorce after three years’ continuous separation. Mrs. M. L. 


Seaton Tiedeman opened in the affirmative. Mr. W. 8S. Jones opened 
in the negative Che following also spoke: Messrs. Oscar Browne, 
Vowys, Wallis, Pleadwell, Dr. Alice Vickery, Woolrych, A. G. 
Shearing, and Nimmo The opener having replied, the motion was 
carried by twelve votes. There were eighty-four members and visitors 
present 


Obituary. 
Mr. Boydell Houghton, K.C. 


Mr. Georce Boypett Hoventon, K.C., who died recently of cerebral 
hemorrhage, in his seventy-eighth year, will, says the Times, be deeply 
regretted by the majority of the Bar, where he was very popular for his 
uniform urbanity. 

Called in 1878, after having practised as an accountant for many 
years, he brought to bear upon his professional work a commercial and 
financial knowledge that rapidly built up for him a large and lucrative 
practice as adviser and arbitrator in heavy cases. It became quite a 
fashion with insurance companies to appoint him as umpire in policy 
disputes, and his decisions were marked by shrewd knowledge of the 
world as well as an intimate knowledge of the law. He figured rarely 
in the courts for a man who enjoyed one of the biggest practices at 
the common law Bar, although occasionally he found his way there in 
such causes célébres as Belt v. Lawes and the Whitaker-Wright litiga 
tion. For fifteen years Mr. Houghton was junior counsel to the Woods 
and Forests, and though he was rarely seen at any of the assize towns 
he was also a member of the South-Eastern Circuit. Time after time 
he was offered a silk gown, but he did not accept it till Lord Birkenhead 
appointed his first batch of King’s Counsel. An ardent Conservative, 
he was an active member of the political committee of the Conservative 
Club, which he represented for twenty years upon the governing body 
of the Association of Conservative Clubs, and was chairman of the 
North Kensirigton Conservative Association 

Mr. Houghton leaves two daughters, one of whom is the wife of 
the Hon. Hugh Fletcher Moulton, and one of the many who will feel 
severely the loss of his friendship will be M. Take Jonescu, the 
Rumanian Minister, who made his acquaintance when he went to 
Bukarest upon commission. 





Legal News. 


Changes in Partnerships. 
Dissolutions. 


Tuomas Watkins, ALFRED Henay Watkins and THomas Percrvar 
Hotmes Watkins, solicitors (Watkins & Co.), Pontypool, Blaenavon, 


| Usk and Blackwood. May 1. So far as concerns the said Thomas 


Watkins, who retires from the said firm. The said Alfred Henry 
Watkins and Thomas Percival Holmes Watkins and Hubert Holmes 
Watkins will continue to carry on the said business in partnership, 
under the style or firm of Watkins & Co. (Gazette, Jan. W 

Henry Broprick THompson and Harotp McGowan, solicitors 
(Griffith & Co.), 12 and 14, Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Jan. 3 
So far as concerns the said Harold McGowan. 

Wittram Triaccs Stevenson Turner and Cecu. Epcar Hart, solici 
tors (Triggs, Turner, & Hart), Guildford and Godalming. Jan. 1 

(Gazette, Feb. 3 





Business Changes. 


Mr. C. R. Sreexe (Messrs. Francis Miller & Steele), of Omnibus 
House, 6, Finsbury-square, has taken Mr.:J. B. Baxer into partnership 
as from 23rd January, 1920. After assisting in his business ior 
some time Mr. Baker was articled to him in 1911, obtained a commission 
early in the war and went to Mesopotamia, being demobilised in Apail 
last. The name of the firm will remain unchanged. 


Mr. Jostsn Witkrnson, of 34, Nicholas-lane, B.C. 4, informs us that 
consequent on the death of his late partner, Mr. Robert Taunton 


| Raikes, with whom he was associated for many years, he has made 


arrangements for a new partnership, and that Mr. James Foyster 
Bowen, of Simpson & - Bowen, 36, New Broad-street, E.C. 2, and 
Chislehurst, Kent, M.A. (Oxon.), and Mr. ArtHuR SPENCER JACKSON, 
of A. R. Jackson & Son, 139, Cannon-street, E.C. 4, and Cheam, Surrey, 
B.A. (Oxon.), have agreed to join me as from the 31st January, 1920 
Che three combined businesses will be carried on here under the style 

Wilkinson, Bowen & Jackson. Mr. ncer Oharles Pratt, who 
has been working in conjunction with Mr. Jackson, will be associated 
with the new firm as a salaried partner. 


General. 


Mr. H. E. Stark has been made a Judge of the High Court of 
Australia. 


Mr. Edwin Way, chief usher at Bow-street, has retired, after 40 years 
service in the Metropolitan Police Courts. 


Mr. Harry Weller Richards, of Gloucester-terrace, Hyde Park, W., 
and of Lincoln's Inn-fields, W.C., solicitor, left estate of gross value 
£79,758. 

The Rev. William Henry Draper, M.A., Rector of Adel, Leeds, has 
been appointed to be Master of the Temple, in the place of Canon 
Ernest William Barnes, Sc.D., resigned. 

Mr. James Cordery, of Collingwood, Bournemouth, and formerly of 
New-square, Lincoln's Inn, W.C., a Past Master and member of the 
Court. of Assistants of the Armourers’ @ Brasiers’ Company, left estate 
of the gross value £88,455. 


Lord Reading will preside at the first of three public lectures on 
‘Holland and Belgium "’ to be deliverd at University College on 
10th February and the two following Tueslays, at 5.30 p.m., by Professor 
P. Geyl, head of the Department of Dutch Studies at the University of 
London. 


The London Gazette of 3th January contains a Notice, Regulation 
of Foreign Exchanges, Loans of Securities to the Treasury, by the 
National Debt Commisioners, that the Treasury have decided to 
exercise the option, under Clause 3 of Scheme B of returning dates, from 
which dates the additional allowance will cease. Certain securities are 
specified. 


Lord Devonport, Lord Ritchie of Dundee, Sir Joseph Broodbank, and 
Mr. C. F. Torrey have been appointed as representatives of the Port 
of London Authority on the Advisory Panel to be set up under sec 
tion 23 of the Ministry of Transport Act, 1919, to give advice and 
assistance to the Minister in the exercise and performance of his 
powers and duties 


The Merchandise Marks Committee are completing their arrangements 
for taking evidence before proceeding to consider their report. Asso 
ciations and others who may wish to make representations on any of the 
matters which the committee are investigating should communicate with 
the secretary of the committee at the Patent Office, 25, Southampton 
buildings, W.C. 2, not later than 14th February. 

The London (razette of the 3rd inst. contains the Rezister of Probat 
Agents Rules, 1920 (dated Xth January), which have been made by th. 
Board of Trade under the Patents and Designs Acts, 1907 and 1919 
The Rules came into operation on 30th January, and all general rules 
relative to the Register of Patent Agents in force on that date are 
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repealed as from that date witho.t prejudice nevertheless to an) 
thing done under such Rules or to any application or other matter then 


pending. 


The Times understands that. Sir William Peat, the chairman of the 
Royal Commission on Agriculture, and a number of members have 


tendered their resignations. The Commission published an interim 
report: on 9th December. Twelve members signed the Majority Report 
aud eleven the Minority Report. Mr. H. S. Cautley, one of the signa 


tories to the Majority Report, made important reservations. There has 
been, from the fixst a wide divergence of opinion on main questions 


of policy between the majority and the minority. The situation will 
now have to be reconsidered by the Government. 


A conference of chairmen of London profiteering committees, held 


at Westminster City Hall last week, passed resolutions urging that pro 
vision should be made under the Profiteering Act by which wholesale 
profits can be investigated by a local profiteering committee or tribunal 


on a complaint against a retailer ; that the fixation of retail prices by a | 





Wolfram P wrties. Ltd B i's, Ltd 
wholesaler be prohibited ; that the current market value be excluded Senn Gunet Gelek ak Site 4 ra Meller & Co. Ltd 
from. consideration both in cases of wholesale and retail profiteering; | Hicking Motor Transports Ltd xi endo Banket Gold Mining Co 
> t 7 al s — Tre. value 7 ay » taken Morris & Jones, Lt ae 
that the return on real capital at the altered value of money be ~ Scarisbrick Steamship Co., Ltd South Essex Sanitary Steam Laundry 
into consideration when an inquiry as to reasonable profits is being them Pier & Pavilicea  C 95 Ltd 
made; and that the proviso to sub-section (2), of section 1, of the Act Ltd Horrockses, Crewdson & ( Ltd 
(which Jaye down that, a rate of profit which does not exceed the fair se ag Regt sae a pores P & wy, we so wae 
- iitley Bay iverley ote ‘ d larendon ote ) ford, Lt 
average rate under pre-war conditions should not be deemed unreason- Dmioen*& Wueen tan Sungei Rinching Rubber Co., Ltd 
able) be omitted. It wae decided to ask the President of the Board of fom john (Pentre). Ltd Dominion Costume Co., Ltd 
‘ ceive a deputation from the conference Don Mill Co., Ltd Edwin Eljis & Co., Ltd 
Trade to receive « de = i 2 =e aN Monarch Mill, Ltd London Wire Rope Works, Ltd 
— ed Invo Syndicate, Ltd E. B. Wills, Ltd 
> British Ore Concentration Syndicate, Alfred Kingston & Co., Ltd 
P Ltd Anchulme Packet Co., Lta 
Court apers. H. Sharples & Son (Blackpool), Ltd Members’ Proprietary Clubs, Ltd 
Tiverton Volunteer Prill and Public White's Film Oo., Ltd 
: all 8 ; ( o t 
Supreme Court of Judicature, Hall Co, Ltd anlight Laundry (Ashton), Ltd 
RoTA OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON London Gazette.—Tutspar, Feb. 3 
EMERGENCY APPkaL CouRT Mr. Justice Mr Juste . . : = 
Date. : New Central Laundry, Ltd Wanderer (Selukw Gold Mines, Ltd 
ROTA. No. 1. EVE. av oral Leaf & Woods, Ltd. - Hayward & May, Ltd 
enter Feb. - Mr. oo mae Mr. } arr aed - Mr. may Mr. Synge Sasstell Ceatiae hesccletian, Tid Era Mill Co. Ltd 
u ay ....-. W aac oldseh mic rrer oxxm Parillon & C Ltd Rochdale Cotton Spinning Co. Ltd 
Weaneséay eo 2 Charch Leach Goldschmidt Horrer 1 ¢ ‘Edmund & Co., Ltd coneaat od Re 4 Car Co. Ltd 
Thursday .... 12 Farmer Charch Leach Golischmidt Ajbany Forge, Ltd Holt & Ogden, Ltd 
Friday....... 18 Jolly Farmer Church Leach Belgian Mills Co.. Ltd Liverpool Concrete Paving Co., Lad 
Saturday .... 14 Synge Jolly Farmer Church Surrey Trading Co., Ltd British Chemical Plumbers Supply, Ltd 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice P.O. Mr Justice India Buildings Co., Ltd Stockport Ring Spinning Co., Ltd 
Date ASTBURY PRTERBON, LAWRENCE. RUSSELL. - 4 " wae Ltd § Wincetiatbeanes ockpert No. 2 Ring Spinning Co 
Mcnday Feb. 9 Mr. Farmer Mr. Leach Mr. Joliy Mr. Charen rs tla. Pinning anc anufa ing A. - SS aa es 
Tuesday ...... 10 Jolly Church Synge Farmer atl Ciicieeahdies ol Waike rtd g Spinning 
—- Syane — a tl Syndicate, Ltd Wainwright & Waring. Utd 
a BY ..c6 12 oOxam 4ouly s sty ve hhe Co anal ¥ aa * . 
Friday ........ 13 Borrer Synge Goldschmidt Bloxam ee ws Lily ‘Mil'Con t ia. 
Saturday .... 14 Goldschmidt Bloxam Leach Borrer es. , 








Winding. up Notce . 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES 
Limirep In CHANCERY. 
London Gazette.—Fripar, Jan. 30 


Arex Fitms, Lap.—Creditors are required, on or before Mar. ll, to send in their 
names and addresses, and full particulars of their debts or claims, to Sidney 
Allen, 52, Coleman-st., liquidator 


AssociaTtep SvurPiiss, Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before Mar. 15, to send 


in their names and addresses, and full particulars of their debts or claims, t 
Sir John Sutherland Harmood Banner and George Ernest Sendell, 36, Walbrook 
liquidators. 

BRookrisetp Focunpry Co., Lrp, (In Votuntrany Ligquipation).—Creditors are re 
quired, on or before Feb. 23, to send their names and addresses, and particulars 
of their debts or claims, to Mr. W. Senior Ellis, 17, George-st., St. Helens, 
liquidator. 

CaBaL CONSTRUCTIONAL AND Surety Co., Lap. (Is Votuntany Ligquipation).—Creditors 
are required, on or before Feb. 11, to send their names and addresses, and the 
particulars of their debts or claims, to John Baker, Eldon-st. House, Eldon-st., 
liquidator. 

ELpoRADO Banker Gotp Mintnea Co., Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before 
Mar. 15, to send in their names and addresses, and the particulars of their 
debts or claims, to Mr. W. F. Moore, 8, Old Jewry, liquidator. 

Henry J. Monson, Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before Feb. 16, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Mr. A. C. Vincent, 13, Queen-st., liquidator 

Lees Brotuers, Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before Feb. 27, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to F. G. Scho 
field, of Lees Brothers, Ltd., 16, Clegg-st., Oldham, liquidator 

Monarcn Fitm Service, Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before Feb. 20, to send 
in their names and addresses, and full particulars of their debts or claims, t 
Jonathan Dugdale, 98, Monton-road, Eccles, Lancs., liquidator. 

SiLwoop Storage Co.. Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before Mar. 15, to send 
in their numes and addresses, and full particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Sir John Sutherland Harmood Banner and George Ernest Sendell, 36, Walbrook, 
liquidators. 

Wa. Smita & Co. (CRossHitts), Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before Feb. 12, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
to Mr. Harry Duxbury Myers, Barclays Bank-chmbrs., North-st., Keighley, 
liquidator, 


London Gazette.—Tcrspar, Feb. 3 


\%@L0-BRazttian FORGING, Steet Srrucrcral any Lurortine Co., Lap. (In Voter. 
taRy LIQUIDATION).—Oreditors are required, on or before Mar. 13, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Herbert 
Thomas Robson, Milburn House, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, liquidator 

Butelan Mitts Co., Lrv.—Creditors are required, on or before Mar. $31, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims. to John 
William Fitton, Belgian Mills Co., Ltd., Prudential-bldgs., Oldham., liquidator. 

Buirism Orne Concentration Syxpicate, Lap. (I~ Ligvipation).—OCreditors are 
required, on or before Mar. 10, to send their names and addresses, and the 








































partioulars of their debts or claims, to Mr. John Stocker, 701, Selisbury House, 
liquidator 

Cummyx Loxertvpinat Ratmiwar Oonstrecrion Co., Lrp.—Oreditors are re 
juired, on or before Feb. 29, to send their names and eddresses, apd the par 
tioulars of their debts or claims, to Eroest Flack, 23, Burford-gdas., Palmers 
Green, Liquidator. 

New Central Lacxpry, Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before Feb. 23, to send 
their hames and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
William Griffiths, 112, High-st.. Merthyr Tydfil, liquidator 
taVENSwoop Roap Car Co., Ltp Ix Votcntany Ligqurpatrion).—Creditors are 
required, on or before Mar. 1, to send their names and addresses, and par 
culars of their debts or claims, to John James Lunniss, 2, Budge-row, 
iquidator 

VEUEraxen Brorgers (Manchester), Leo. (In Votcntarny Lieurparion).— Creditors 
are required, on or before Mar. 1, to send their names and addresses, and par 
ticulars of their debts or claims, to Mr. Alfred G. Wilde, Bank of England. 
hmbrs Tib-la. Manchester, liquidator 











Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 


London Gazette.—Fripar, Jan. 390 































THE HOSPITAL FOR SICK CHILDREN, 
CREAT ORMOND STREET, LONDON, W.C. 1. 






The 
CHILDREN OF TO-DAY 


are the 
CITIZENS OF TO-MORROW. 


HE need for greater effort to counterbalance 
the drain of War upon the manhood of the 
Nation, by saving infant life for the future welfare of 
the British Empire, compels the Committee ot The 
Hospital for Sick Children, Great Ormond Street, 
London, W.C. 1, to plead most earnestly for increased 
support for the National work this Hospital is 
performing in the preservation of child lite. 

The children of the Nation can truthfully be said 
to be the greatest asset the Kingdom possesses, yet 
the mortality among babies is still appalling, while 
the birthrate is slowly but surely declining. 































OR over 60 years this Hospital has been the 
means of saving or restoring the lives and 
health of hundreds ot thousands of Children, and 
of instructing Mothers in the knowledge of looking 
after their children. 
£12,000 has to be raised immediately 
to keep the Hospital out of debr 
Forms of Gift by Wil to this Hospital can be 
obtained on application to— 
JAMES McKAY, Acting Secretary. 
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Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Dar or Clatm 





Lon@on Gazette,-Trrspat, Jan. W 
AKkRoYD. Joms Barnvuastr, huchy Feb. 2B. Drake, Son & Parton, 24, Rood-lane 
ARDKON, JOUN, Stanmor Maroh |. Culross & Cx 1s, Old Cavendis t 
Barve, Heien, Kochdal March 10. J. H. Ohadws Reoatdlale 
atti, Manis, Wimbkeion, Surrey. Feb. 2. Stileman. Underwood & Te r, 7 
Bedi ord. row 
Rarcneion, Cuautes, New York, U.S.A. Feb. 2). Coward, Hawkeley. Sons & 
Olan 0, Mecin ‘ 
Bes, Henay Oswin, Tynemouth. F %. Cou Guodger, Ne th 
lym 
Bennerr, Mitien, Cann ng Town Fe 25 John 5S. S Hoy Hull 
HOLes, Watrer, Winmble Mar ! Kimber, BH Howimnd, Cla & Co., 6 
Old Jewry ; 
Boventam, Cuanies James, Hatch End, Middx Moreh @ W.H. & A. G. Herbert 
10, Cork 
Beows, Henny Witttam Hampsteas Var 2. Guscotte & Fowler, 1. York dys 
Adelphi F 
CASTLE, Saman, Dover March 31 Atkin & Sta r, Folkeston 
Cavcnois, Laon, Liverpool. Feb. 2) Bat & 4 Liverpool 
ous, ELIJAH, Westleton Suffolk Dern if 9 Jahnsom ‘ N olson 
Larwvetaft 
Cox, Wittiam Patter, Kensingt Mo 2. G tte & Fowler, |, York-bldye 
Adelphi 
Coors, Wittiam ALexanptr, Grove-lane, Denmark H Mareh & J}. A. Marsden 
Popple, 4, Great St. Thomas Apostle 
Davins, tlev. Davin, Pembroke Maroh 5 ] wile AY eas, Pembroke 
Demeser, Henny Buenvent, Hindhead, Surrey April 1 H. R. Owtram, Haslemere 
Surrey 
DINNING, JonN, Gateshead. Feb. 14. H. & A. Swinburne, Gateshead 
DURAND, Ema, Puckeridge, Herte. M 4 1. Buxton Ashton & Son, 58, Sack 
Ville-st 
FULLER, ANN Maris, Wickhambrook, Suff Mare %. Greene & Greene, Bury 
St. Edmunds 
GRAINGER, BaRan JANE Amblecot Staffs. Fel 2. Horward & Evers, Stour 
bridge 
Haammors, Davies Jonannes, Cape of Good Hope, Sout \frica Feb. 20. Coward 
Hawksley, Sone & Chance, 30, Mimeing -lan 
Harree, Omantes James, Preston, Bright Apr 6 lames E. Heth ”, John 
st., Bedford-row 
amps, Francis Witttam, Hove March | Borlos Johnson, Brighton 
Hitt, Fronence Manoarer Davenrorr, Oxf March 1 Gush, Philhpe, Walters & 
Williams, 3, Finsbury-cireus ; 
Hopson, Tuomas, Manohester, Grocer. Fe Zl. Lee, Seatt & Start, Manchester 
HopeKINS, Many Cataenine, Tintern, M March J. D. Roger Ewans & -lones 
Newport, Mon 
Hover, Loviss, Wimbledon Marah | Hunte & Haynes, 9, New-sq incoln’e 
Inn 
Hont, Frepenick James, Guiklen Morden, Cambridge, Farmer March 1. Gayton 
& Hare, Much Hadham, Hert 
Hvones, Rev. Hersentr, Kentie Tow: ! 2. Bell, Bralrick & Gray, @, Queen 
Vietoria-st 
JORDAN, BAmAM ANN, Leiooster Feb. ® Billsen & Sharp, Leicester 
Kincarp, Louisa ELtzasera, Wreecleshan Surrey Feb. 21 Markby, Stewart & 
Co., 7, Devonshire-sq., Bishapegat« 


Kino, Groner Wetsr, Northwood, Middx Mareh 1. Buxton, Ashton & Son, 3, 
Sack ville-st 


Laronest, Jane Omantorte, Tunbridge Wells. Feb. 26. Peachey & Co Arundel 
House, Arundel-st.. Strand. 

Matraews, Groner, Cardiff. March | A. Frank Hill, Cardiff 

Meek, Witrrip Omster, Frimley, Surrey March 6. Long & Gardiner, 8, Lincoln's 
Inn-fields 


Mervent, Samourt Tune, Neweastle-mpon-Tyne, Iron Manufacturer. Feb. 28. Cooper 
aml Goodger, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 


Meav, ANTHONY Groner, Sutton-on-Hull 17 28 r’. C. Mead, Stevenage, Herte 

Mipptemass, Mary Jane, Eaton-ter Feb. B Simpson, Rushforth & Co., 6, Moor 
gate-st 

Patreson, FRan«x Evoenr, Norwich March 2. Trotter & Patteson, 64, Victoria-st., 


Westminster 
Parken, Jonny, Gieburn. Feb. 4 Alex. Parker, Gisbura 


Prict, Geonoe Hersert, South Kensington. March 2. Guseotte & Fowler, 1, York 
bidgs., Adelphi 
Rerpen, Ciara Lovisa, Croydon March & Pettit & Westlke, 13, Granville-pl 


Oxford-st. 
Rostnsos, Groner, Hartlebury, Worcester March 12. R. H. & P. W. Whitcombe, 


Bewdley 

SHAKsreane, Wriittam, Yateles Hants March 8 Baker, Blaker & Hawes, 117, 
Cannon-st 

Suita, Witttam Situs, North Kensington, Civil Servant. Mareh |. Collisson, 
Prichard & Barnes, 87, Bed ford-row 

Swatsmatt, Hawnan, Addington Park, Surrey April 30. Drummonds, Croydon 

Soren, Eicen, Hampstead. Feb. B®. White & Dobb, 2, Stone-bldgs., Lincoln's Inn. 

Srencer, StTeruen lackpool Feb. 5 r. Wylie Kay, Blackpool 

Srvses, Atrrep James, Handsworth. March |. Botteley & Sharp, Birmingham. 

Srnatronp, Mapetine Heten, Paignton. Feb. 14. 8. Menneer, St. Leonards 
on-Sea. 


Syrmonps, Eity Haxwan, Brompton. March 2. Trotter & Patteson, 64, Victoria 
st., Westminster 

Tompson, Virneinta Emus, Dewsbury Feb. 24. Chadwick, Son & Nicholson 
Dewebury. 

Towzs, Octavia Ventwor, Gerrard's Croes. Feb. 28. Sharpe, Pritchard & Co., 12, 
New-ot., Carey-st 

ToREINGTON, Susan, Blackpoo! March |! Buck Cockshott & Cockshott, Southport 

Watt, Marr Mack, Tavistock-«q. Feb. 28. F. H. Adams, 91, St. Martin's-lane 

Warp, Rev. Sreenenw Harsty, Bristol. March 10. Ronald MolLaren, Cheltenham 

WaNKLYN, Jounw Expert, Christchurch, New Zealand. Feb. 23. Maddieon, Stirling 
& Homm, 13, Old Jewry-chmbrs 

Warts, Samvet Hettins, Wandeworth Common March & Arthur L. Gaskell, Rolls 
chmbrs., 89, Chancery-lane . 


London Gazette.—Fripar Jan. W. 


Apames, Etrza, Cambridge. Mar, 18. J. A. Dixon, Gateshead 

Rannes, Jane. Bredons Norton, Worcester. Mar. 15. J. H. Frost, Birmingham 

BAGNALL, Gonpow Eawxest, Queen Camel, Somerset. Mar. 8. Wontner & Sons, 40, 
Bedford-row . 

Briscor, Sir Jonnw James, Bart., Bourn, Cambridge Mer. 1. Tyrer, Kenion 
Tyrer & Simpson, Liverpool 

Bustow, Roorr, Bath. Feb. 28. Dowsons, 18, Adaln-st.. Adelphi. 7 

Crawsnar, Wiu.1um Tompson, Oxfordshire. Mar. 1. Lawrence Graham & Co., 
6, New-sq. 

Cromrron, Marr, Eccles. Feb. 14. E. Lorimer Wilson, Manchester 


LAW REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, 


LIMITED, 
No. 15, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, LONDON, W.C. 
ESTABLISHED 1868. 


Capital Stock ... nee oes aes - ... £400,000 
Debenture Stock aa sea ae .. £331,130 


Forms of Proposal and full information can be o' tained at the Sk ciety's Office. 
G. H, MAYNE, Secretary. 





DENNISON, George, Plumstead. Feb. 23. Herbert Vaughan, Woolwich 

Dowson, James Witttam, Glebe, near Sydney, Australia. Feb. 2. N. Holman 
Boyns, 478, Harrow-rd 

EAKIN, James WiLson, South Mimms. Sept. 30. Pilley & Mitchell, 29, Bedford-row 

EPMONDS, AGNES, Weston-super-Mare. Mar. 2. Nalder & Littler, Shepton Mallet 

ELLs, PatLir Mackay, Liannor, Carnarvon. Mar. 9. Arthen O. Owen, Pwllheli 

ERICSSON, AXEL FREDRIK, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Timber Merchant. Feb. 28. Watson 
Burton & Corder, Newcastle upon-Tyne 

FLenseim, Gustav Atserr, Nottingham. Feb. 28. Acton & Marriott, Nottingham 

Frith, Ettza Many Jaye, Upper Clapton. Mar. 10. G. Houghton & Sons, 63, Fins 
bury-pavement 

Gamown, Groner, Strood, Kent. Feb. 28. George Robinson, Strood 

Gane, Major Witstam Henry, V.D., Boston, Lincoln, Solicitor. Mar. 10. Spencer 
Gibson & Son, 3, 4 and 5, Queen-st 

Gear, Right Honourable James McLaren Stuart, Baron, Llanwrtyd Wells, South 
Wales. Feb. 28. Campbell, Hooper & Todd, 30, Golden-sq 

Gaeex, Emtties Ler, Southport. Mar. 11. Arthur Carr, Southport. 

Hammond, Mary ANN, Tipton. Feb. 28. Charles Round, Tipton 

Hamrson, Isaac, Northenden, Chester. Feb. 16. Gardner, Son & Garner, Man 
chester 

Hanacry, Evan Rosert, Chelsea. Mar. 10. Gilbert Samuel & Co., 5 and 6, Grea 
Winchester-st 

Hanver, Biayche Barsara, Oxford. Mar. 1. Johnson, Raymond-Barker & Co., 9 
New-s¢ 

Heatacore, howrs, Staines. Feb. 29. Alexander Eddy, Euston Station 

Hettens, Georer. Newton Abbot Mar. 1 Webster & Watson, Newton Abbot 

HawktIns, Cuantes Frepertcx Bonney, Bedford. Feh. 28. Charles Russell & Co 
37, Norfolk-st 

Hussey, Patti Groner, Hendon. Feb. 29. Lendon & Carpenter, 31, Budge-row 

Hvussanp, Danivt Lovert, Hampstead. Mar. & Wm. Easton & Sons, 43, London 


wall 
Hemenries, Many Lovisa, Stockwell. Mar. 10. Dunkerton & Son, 11/12, Fins. 
bury sq. 


trons, Lucy, Nottingham Feb. 29. J. T. Masser & Co., Nottingham 

Jones, Witttram, Lingfield, Surrey Mar. §. Wm. Easton & Sons, 43, London-wal! 

Kennepy, Isapecta Frances, Onslow-sq. Feb. 28. W. A. G. Davidson & Co., Acton. 

Ktetiey, Wittiam, Clapham. Mar. 1. Beale & Co., 16, Great George-st 

Masa, Henry Josern, Winter Hill Farm, Berks, Farmer Mar. 8 Churchill 
Smallman & Co., 1, Broad Street-pl 

Marriy, Ets. West Cranmore, Somerset, Farmer. Feb. 28. Mackay & Son, 
Shepton Mallet. 

MacGregor, Harrietre, Ealing, Mar. 31. Pilley & Mitchell, 29, Bedford-row. 

Mercmert, Mary Ettex, Blackpool. Feb. 14. Bromley & Hyde, Ashton-under-Lyne, 

Moore. Epira Mitticent, Hove. Feb. 28. Dowsons, 18, Adam-st., Adelphi 

Worean, Wintrrep Ann, Chester. Mar. 15. Jolliffe & Hope, Chester. 

Morris, Marr Eveanor, East Looe, Cornwall. Feb. 28. Frank Stuttaford, 11, St 
Helen's-pl. 

Norra uaneaner New Brighton, Chester. Mar. 15. Simpson, North & Co., 
Liverpool 2 

Orerta. Jonx Benzamix, Jarrow, Durham, Farmer. Feb. 23. Thos. H. White 
Newcaatle-upon-Tyne 

Parmer, Wrtttam Dennis, Herne Hill. Mar. 1. Snow, Fox & Higginson, 7, Great 
St. Thomas Apostle 

Pearce, Stsaw, Streatham. Mar. 10. Whittington, Son & Barham, Bishopsgate 

Pitts, THomas, Taplow. Mar. 13. Watts, Woollcombe & Watts, Newton Abbot. 

Pootr. Lieut. W. E. 8., Hastings. Feb. 14. Clara Poole, Woodbridge, Suffolk 

ftnopes. ARTHuR Jonw, St. Albans. Mar. 10. F. Beal & Son, St. Albans 

ftorpert Matuy, Withington, Manchester. Feb. 28. Brett, Hamilton & Tarbolton 
Manchester 

Rose. Sir Pamir Frepericx, Baronet, Penn, Bucks. Feb. 28. Hore, Pattisson & 
Bathurst, 48, Lincoln's inn-fields 

Rovrieper, James, Carlisle. Mar. 6. J. Errington & Son, Carlisle 

Suexsas, Davip ANpERSON, Chesham-pl. Mar. 1. Hunter & Haynes, 9, New-sq 

Swirr, Captain Witrrt Harotp, Punjab, India. Mar. 31. Fladgate & Co., 18 and 
19, Pall-mall. 

Swerman, Frances. Yeovil. Mer. 3. Marsh & Warry, Yeovil. : 

Tuomas, Mavrice, Caereinion, Montgomery, Physician. Feb. 20. E. Louis Jones 


Lianfyllin 
Unprerwoop, Carnotmve. Sevenoaks. Mar. 10. Simpson Cullingford, Partington & 


Holland, 65, Bishopegate 
Warre. MARIAN THORNE, Bournemouth. Mar. 25. J. M. B. Turner, Bournemouth 
Wire. Rostra, Garston, Liverpool. Feb. 28. W. T. Husband & Son, Liverpool 
Wrioent, Ronert Ennest. Basinghall-st Manufacturers’ Agent. Mar. 2. H. 
Wells & Sons, 17, Paternoster-row 


London Gazette.—Torsvar, Feb. 3. 


Berxarp, Geraup Luge Frirzorratp, New Silksworth, Durham. 
Raine, Sunderland. : 

Borrawick, Emma, Wallasey, Chester. Feb. 28. G. H. Hindley, Liverpool 

Bovtron, Etizasera Sornra, Bridlington. Feb. 29 William J. Stuart, Hall 

Cooxe. Groner, Park, Sheffield, Boiler Fireman. Feb. 28. Jackson & Jackson 

Sheffield ‘ 

Cuuursey, Jomn, Kingston-upon-Hull. Feb. 9. Walker & Colbeck, Hull 
j as. C. J. & C. D. Lacey, Bournemouth 


Mar. 5. Helero & 


Daviss, Janet, Boscombe. Feb. 

ss Pam Crisets Asanet, Yale, British Columbia, Canada. Mar. 19 McKenna & 
Co., 31/34, Basinghall-st. : 

Fast. James. East Ilsley, Berks. Feb. 21. G. Gardner Leader, Newbury + 

} ic avies, 


Farrirs-Hoemenrers, Nichotas Watson, Montgomery. Mar. 13. Horace 
20, Bedford-row. : 
Fox, Ectzaserm, Llangollen, Denbigh. Mar. 10. North, Kirk « Co., Liverpool . 
Farexp Brawam Junin, Shepherd's Bush. Feb. 24. Arthur E. Eves & Jones, ?, 
Mark-la. : 
Grncuseit!, ‘CLEMENTE, Marylebone, Cook. Mar. 4. Goldberg & Barrett, 2 and 3 
West-st., Finsbury-cir. 
Guspant, Wiitnm. Wednesfield, Staffs. Feb. 21. A R. Beavon, Wolverhampton 
Howarp, Haxnxan, Bowling, Bradford. Feb, 2. Chas. E. Thorp, Bradford. 
Hveurs, Frances, Ruthin, Denbigh. Feb. 20. D. E. H. Roberts, Ruthin. m 
Ixor, Margaret Erner, Thorpe Tamworth. Mar. 31. Stow, Preston & Lyttelton, 





12, Lincoln's inn-fields. 


REVERSIONS PURCHASED. ADVANCES MADE THERE: N. 
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Jonpay, Haxwan, Birmingham. Mar. 11. Thomas Coates & Co., Birmingham. Twomer, Dr. Grornes Rrax, Nige i 7 . 

Kivwear, —— Rep, St. James's-st. Mar. 1. Stephenson, Harwood & Co, 31 Cockell & Chadwick, 67 Tooley. 8 es West African. Apr. 1. Arkeoll, 
at Warxrns, Eras: Hamrisox, H p opes 
LARDEN, waren Cheltenham. Mer. 1. Bucknill & Co.. Gray's inn Old Jewry-chmbrs Hampstead. Mar. 31. Douglas & Goddard-J , 10, 

Last, Many Jane, Tattershall, Lincoln. Mar. 6. Millington, Simpsons & Giles, | Watton, May, Manchester. Mar, 16. Richard Hikditch, Manchester 
ston. Wary, Emity Sorat, Bickley. Ke |. Walter Barcia & O 

Lam, Witatam Hewar, Triangle, Joiner. Mar. 17. W. H. Boocock & Son, Helifax” | Watwer, Cuacos, Berkeley-s ie a , bs ‘Walls "Tenement 31, Budge-row, 
Les, Emma, Brenthurst, Lymm, Chester. Mar. 3. Thomas Ridgway, Warrington Waive, Many, Surbiton, Dar. 1. Walter. Beccie z. f e ~ ~et 
LLorp, Isasetta, Streatham. Mar. 12. Robt. Chas. Bolton, 10, Old Jewry-chmbrs Wertpon, Saran Susanna, Hampstead. Fet nh hon ‘old ,- Woitlees > 
Mercer, Rosear, Rodmersham, Kent. Feb. 28. Tassell & Son, Faversham hall-st » yaokls & Miles, 70, Basing 
MoovasrT, Emma Matiitpa, Eastbourne. Apr.1 Fredk. H. Stapley, Eastbourne Watrmett, Coanies THomas, Leeds. ¥ y : 
Mvcurestrorp, Sorum, Halifax. Mar. 17. W. H. Boocowk & Son, Halifax WHITenovse, Epwtyn Barnt Green De a2 oe an saa Luptes Leeda 
PaRwett, WitLtam Georer, Harpenden. Mar. 4. Peachey & Co., Arundel-st Pepper, Tangye & Winterton’ Birmingham ifacturing Jeweller. Mar 
Paukes, Sir Epwarp Esenezer, Edgbaston, Birmingham Mar. W. Pepper ; Ps ie 

Tangye & Winterton, Birmingham — - — 
RAYNER, visa, Tunbridge Wells Mer. 6 Kinsey, Ade & Hockin 7l, Gt VALUATIONS FOR IN 

Russell-st. Policy Holde edict SURANCE.— ~It is very essential that a 
Rosrm~sow, Caantes Epwarp, Romford. Mar. 1. Hunt & Hunt, Romford olicy Holders should have a detailed valuation of their effecte. Pro. 
Simcox, WiLuaM, Smethwick, Staffs. Mar. 1. J. & L. Clark, Smethw perty is generally very ao Ty! insured, and in case of loss insurers 
SmMatLwoop, Ceteste, Prestatyn, Flint Mar 4. Lewis Jones, Rhy! suffer accordingly. DEB HAM, STORR & Sons (LIMITED, 
Suirm, Sir Henny, London-wall. Mar. ¢ Bidall Thorne, Welsford & Gait, A 26, King-street, Covent-garden, W.C. 2 the well-known valuers a 

na 





manbury. 
a, ee ee ee eee hattel auctioneers (established over 100 years), have a staff of Expert 
Haigh. Selby Valuers, and will be glad to advise those desirin. valuations for any 
recker, Joser#,. Magdalen Laver, Essex, Farmer Mar. & G. J. and H. B. Cree purpose Jewels, plate furs, furniture. works a art, bric-A-brac. a 
Epping, Essex. speciality.—{Apvt 1 ; 

























































































° Levy, Lewis, Maida Vaile, Fruit Saleama H Pace-SMirn, Herster, W l 
Bankruptcy Notices. | (ort "Pic. teem. “Ona. Jan, a Jan. 30 at 1190, 1a) Vurkend Westannene 
= Marnspen, Rvrert, Ashbourne, Grocer Burton-on Bridge-rd ; ‘ ¥ 
London Gazette.—Tvrspar. Jan. 20 Trent. Pet. Jen. 19. Ord. Jan. 19 Rossets, Rosear, Llanrwst. Denbied , q 
. 1 = Martin, W. H., South Sea, Filey, Yorks. High Court at 12. Orypt chmbre.. Mectgniond. Gabe ~Sags 
ADJUDICATIONS. Pet. Deo. 18. Ord. Jan. 21 Saviver, Wititam EpwIn, Stamford. | acl, F 1 
Crarrer, ARTHUR CrRIt, Sheffield, Scenic Painter, O'Neitt, Micnas. Avevstine, Manchester, Coal Mer ture Dealer, Jan. 390 at 1. Bt anil oo 
Sheffield. Pet. Jan. 15. Ord. Jan. 15 chant. Manchester. Pet. Jan. 5. Ord. Jan. 19 Stamford anions Sete, 
Fisner, JomN Nartor, Blackpool lackpool Pet Woop, Epwarp, Forest Gate Eseex High Court Woop, Epwarv, Forest Gate FKEeeox Feb. 4 at ll 
Dec. 10. Ord. Jan. 15. Pet. Deo. LI. Ord. Jan. 19 * Bankruptey-bidge.. Carey-«t : 
Gorriner, Atsert James, Hove, Motor Engineer —— , yo x wen dae imt Roster Grorer | Woop, Warwick, Blackley, Manchester, Raincoat 
Brighton. Pet. Dec. 30. Ord. Jan. 15 ooLRrcH, Durham, Tea Merchant Durham. Pet Merohant Feb. 2 at 3. Off 
Gowtine, Frances, Scarborough. Scarborough. Pet Jan. 19. Ord Jan. 19. Manchester. — 
Jen. 15. Ord. Jan. 15. | oe —_— -“—— , ° - r, Gr Lavery \\ eee, FRANK, Che sterfield, Grocer. Jan. 30 at 12 
Gowtrne, THomas Henry, Scarborough, Labourer. | - + eae Mf. Reo., 4, Cactle-pl., Nottingham 
Scarborough. Pet. Jan. 15. Ord. Jan. 15 Ricmanneon, Haasy, Billingborough, Lincs, Mattress ' r 
Grawam. GerTrupe Amy, Hove, Sussex Brighton. | Maker. Peterborough. Pet. Jan. 19. Ord. Jan. 19 ADJUDICATIONS 
Pet. Jan. MW. Ord. Jan. 16 Amended Notice substituted for that published in the Sone, UGARLSS, _Plasm Tl, Swanees, Wholesale Grocer 
Mais. Wr.um Ligertwoop, Tooting, Insurance London Gazette of Jan. 20 eee Pet. Jan. 31. Ord. Jan. 31 
Broker. Brighton. Pet. Oct. 8 Ord. Jan. 15 | Ions, Grorek Epucnp, Burnepfield, Durham, Clerk jorHemAS, Wittiam Geonos, Forest Hill, Kent, School 
Mrtion, Water Henry. Chiewick, Electrical Encincer Newoastle-upon-Tyne. Pet Deo 15 1919. Ord ~~ = r. Greenwich. Pet. Dec. 3. Ord. Jan. 
Brentford. Pet. Jan. 10. Ord. Jan. 14 Jan. 14, 1920. ae Witiam, Liverpool, Master Carter. Liverpool 
Pace-Smira, Hersert, Worplesdon, Coal Merchant FIRST MEETINGS wor Pet. Jan. 20. Ord. Jan. 30 
ane toh den Ge’ Gel ‘Sem 20 LT } vetas, Tuomas James, Farnborough Dealer in 
Rapuzy, H. C. (male), St. James's-pl. High Court. | BOND, OmaRies, Plasmarl, Swansea, Wholesale Grocer ay eee, 6 Suers. =—Fet. can, 7. Ore 
Pet. Nov. 14. Ord. Jan. 15 | Feb. 3 at Ll. Off. Rec., Government-bidgs., St von. & 
Mary's-st., Swansea {,voock, Hexseet Groner, Birmingham, Draper. Bir 
Amended Notice substituted for that published in the | Bornerss, Witttiam Georoe, Forest Hill, Kent, School mingham. Pet. Deo. 16. Ord. Jan. 19 
London Gazette of Oct. 17 Proprietor. Jan. 30 at 12. 18%, Yirk-rd., West Hoong, Ne = we -s Sheffield, Steel Roller. Shef 
z - on fle} "et. Js { Ord. Jar 
Pustace, Jossern Nevitis, Upton Saint Leonards, G! | minster Bridge-rd fel an. 19 1 
Consulting Bains r en ' at r Pe - Oct , | Besa, Ranpar P., Putney Fe Jat Ll. Bankrupt Manspen, Rerert, Ashbourne Grocer Burtonon 
an aa ta g 2 bidge., Carey-st Trent. Pet. Jan. 19. Ord. Jan. 19 
Daz Aveustus, Maida Va Fea } at 12. Bank leneo, Kenvera J. B., Instow, Devon. High Court 
y . . sen i - m ruptey-bidgs.. Oarey-st Pet. Nov. 19. Ord. Jan. 21 
. ADJUDICATION ANNULLED AND RECEIVING ent, Hamitrow Henry Mowrsace, ¢ hester. Fé » Kictarpson, Hamar, Billingborouch, Lincs, Mattress 
ORDER RESCINDED at 12.15. Off. Rec., 36, Princes-st., Ipswich —~_ Pete seorengh Pet, Jan. 19. Ord. Jan. 19 
' a : 7 ( ¥ - ‘ " Aite ot ” ‘ 1 Roacn \DWIN uncorn Grocer Liverpoo! Pet 
Comxmett, Asraw, Gornal. near Dudley. Staff Cattl Drew Male), Bread-s r r ” 4 t 
4 “y : ale "i Bankruptcy-lidge., t Jan. Zl. Ord. Jan. BI 
Nov ii ae. hana) oat ~ J - — DoveLas Troms James, Farnborough, Dealer in Fan Syeur, Wavter Henrr James, Kast Finohkes Barnet 
P a. é Mi es aan ? > > 
2 Goods. Feb. 2 at 11.50. 12, York-ri Weetmir Pet. Dec. 16. Ord. Jan. 19 
7 > ster Bridge-rd W ILL 1AMs Horatio N&Lson W ocx st W holewe le 
London Gazette.-Fripar, Jan. B Forrest, Crars, Colohester. Feb. 2 at 12.45. Off. Re Hatter. High Court. Pet. Dec. 6 Ord. Jan. 19 
. 2 36, Princes-st., Ipswich Vootrrcw, Frepenick Cartes and Rosert Grorar 
RECEIVING ORDERS Harcocs, Herserr eter @ Birn ham, Draper Fel Wooreres, Durham, Tea Merchants. Durham Pet 
Bonp, Cuaries, Plasmarl, Swansea, Wholesale Grocer 4 at 11.30. Of. Reo 19M, Oorporation-st Bir Jan. 19. Ord. Jan. 19 
(Swamsen. Pet. Jan. 2. Ord. Jan. 21 mingham \ ] 
2 I Z mended Notice swhetituted for thet puwhlishe« : ‘ 
Busn, Ranpat P., Putney. High Court. Pet. Dec. 15 Hearn, Epwarp ARTHUR PENNINGTON, Stockton Heat? iti peek ates Gacctte of Nov 9% ee 
Ord. Jan. 20. — Chester, Tube Cleaner. Jan. 30 at 11.30. Off. Re Letom, Ceci, AINstrm WALKER, St James’a-st.. Offcer 
Dean, Witttam, Liverpool, Master Carter Liverpool Union Marine-bldes., 11, Dale-st., Liverpool n His Majesty's Arm Hich Court Pet. Feb. 
Pet. Jan. 2. Ord. Jan. WD. loxs. Groner Epuecxp, Burnopfield, Durham, Clerh 1919. Ord. Nov. 2. 1919 
Date, Aveustvs, Maida Vale. High Court. Pet. Oct. Feb. 3 at LI. Off. Rec., Pearl-bidgs., 4, Northun ’ AE ay 
». Ord. Jan. ®. berland-st Newenet |e pom-T'y ne \DJU DIOATIONS ANNI LLED AND REOKIVING 
Dew (Male), 13, Brend<t.-hill, Editor. High Court. | Levy, Lewis, Maida Vale, Fruit Salesman. Feb. 4 at | | ; ORDERS RESOLNDED 
Pet. Nov. 2 Ord. Jam. 2 1i. Bankruptes bide Carey -st Brsor, ¢ HARLFS AversrTrs Queen Victorian «t Dentist 
Hoowe, Wim Hexrr, Sheffield, Steel Roller. Shef- | Martin, W. H., Filey. Feb. 4 at 12. Bankrupt High Court. Ord. April 7, 1910 Adjad. April 23 
field. Pet. Jan. 19. Ord. Jan. 19 bldgs., Carey-st 1910. Anmul. and Rese. Nov. 17, 119 











THE LICENSES AND GENERAL INSURANCE Co., Ltp. 


CONDUCTING THE INSURANCE POOL 6 or selected risks. 
FIRE, BURGLARY, LOSS OF PROFIT, EMPLOYERS’, FIDELITY, GLASS, 


MOTOR, PUBLIC LIABILITY, etc., etc. 
Non-Mutual except in respect of PROFITS which are distributed annually to the Policy Holders. 


THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE FAMILY POLICY at 4/6 per cent. is the most complete Policy ever offered to householders. 
THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE SHOPKEEPERS’ POLICY Covers a all Risks under One Document for One Inclusive Pr mium. , 


LICENSE SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS 
Suitable Clauses for Insertion in Leases and Mortgages of 


INSU RANCE. Licensed Property settlei by Counsel, will be sent on application. 
24, MOORGATE ST., E.C. 2. 



































For Further Information write: 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. Feb. 7, 1920 








Stamaw —e- ~ Addlestone, Surrey, Butcher. Win 
abester a. 4, 1007. Adjud. Sept. 14 
1907. Annul. and Rese. Jan. 14, i9ho 

London Gasette.—Trrsmrt, Jan. W 


RECEIVING ORDERS 
Carcurote, Gerracoe C.. Wandeworth Wandaworth 
Pet. Jan. 1. Ord. Jan. @ 
Ciamg, James Omantes, S&S uthampton, Steward. South 
empton. Pet. Jan. 3B. Ord. Jan. 3 
Henry, Cran Jomw, Piccadilly High Court Pet 
Deo. B@. Ord. Jan. 2! 
VEDON Lord Karl's Court Hig ‘ Pet 
Nov. 13. Ord. Jan. 2 
Owen, Joseru Amtucr, Handsworth, Fruiterer. Bir 
mingham Pet. Jar » Ord. Jan. 
Witttsams, Thomas Rows, Conneught-pl., Company Pr 
moter High Court Pet. Deo. 3. Ord. Jan. @ 
Vomrraster, Jor, Huddersfield, Teamer. Hudderefield 
Pet. Jan. 2. Ord Jan. 24 


RECERIVING ORDER RESCINDED 

Mackness, Thomas Witttam, Hampetead. High (x 
Ord. Aug. 6, 1919. Reso. Jan. 7, 1920 

FIRST MEETINGS 

Burton, Utince, Longridge, Farmer. Feb. 6 at 10.30 
Off. Rex 13, Wineckley-st., Preston 

Cismg, James Cuances, Southampton, Steward. Feb. 6 
at ll. Off. Rec., Midland Bank<hmbre., High-st., 
South amptan 

UnmaLtenor, JOHN WitttaM, Manchester. Feb. 4 at 3 
Off. Rec., Byrom-st., Manchester 

Fisnen, Jomn Nartor, Blackpool. Feb. 4 at Il. Off 
Reo. 13, Winckiey et Preston 

GOWLING FRANCES Eastborough Scarborough 
Feb. 3 at 4.15. Off. Rec., #&, Westborough, Scar 
borough . 

GowLine, Thomas Hexnr, BKasthorough, Scarborough 
Labourer. Feb. 3 at 4. Off. Reo., 4, Westborough 
Scarborough 

Gragam, Geetrope Amr, Hove Feb. 5 at 250. OF 
Reo., 124, Marbborough P , Brighton 

Hexwny, Orrin Jony, Piccadilly Feb. 5 at 12. Bank 
ruptey-bldgs., Carey-st 

Lyvepew, Lord, Earl's Court Feb. 5 at ll Bank 
ruptey-bidgs., Carey st 

Roacn, Epwis, Runcorn, Grocer Feb. 4 at 11.30. Off 
Rec., Union Marine-bidgs., 11, Dale-st., Liverpoo! 

Waterr, Josern Arrace Pexnars, Fulwood, Preston 
Raincoat Merchant. Feb. 6 at 10.15. Off. Reo, 
13, Winekley-st Preston 

Witttams, Thomas Rowe, Connanght-pl., Company Pri 
moter Feb. 4 at 12 Bankruptey-bidgs.. ( ev 

Amended Notices eubstituted for those published 

the Londen Gagette of Jan. B 

Roxp, CHartes, Swansea, Wholesale Grocer. Feb. 3 
at 1! Off. Reo... Governmentdidgs., St. Marv's 
st Swansea 

Saviper, Witttam Epwis, Stamford, Lincs, Furniture 
Dealer Jan. 30 at 1) Stamford Hote Stamford 

ADJUDICATIONS 

Ciark, James CaARntes, Southampton, Steward. South 
ampton. Pet. Jan. 23. Ord. Jan. B 

Cour, Jouw H.. Whalley Range, Manchester. Salford 
Pet. Nov. 5. Ord. Jan 

Vortann. ©. H.. Iver Heath, Buoks, Farmer Windsor 
Pet. Nov. 6. Ord. Jan. & 

Moris, Srprrr Craven Armes, Salop, Timber Con 
tractor Leommster Pet. Deo. 4 Ord. Jan. & 

Ror. Henry. Liverpool, Company Director. Liverpool 
Pet. Nov. al Ord. Jan. 3B 

Suixs, Anrave Jonx, Duke-t High Court Pet 
June ll. Ord. Jan. @ 

Witp, Vicror Avoverrs, Maida Vale High Court 
Pet. Oct. 9. Ord. Jan. B 

Womrnstry, Jor, Huddersfield, Teamer. Huddersfield 
Pet. Jan. & Ord. Jan. & 

Woop. Epwiarp Taomas Water, Fo 
Court. Pet. Deon. 1. Ord. Jan. B 

ADJUDICATION ANNULLED 

Gasxrx Jouw. Nottingham. Stock and Share Broker 
Not ting ham Adjud May 5 1915 Receiving 
Order dated April 2, 1915, rescinded Annul 
Jan. 19, 1990 

London Gazette.—Frivar, Jan. 30 


RECEIVING ORDERS 
jerter, Tuomas Hewny, Walsall, Leather Go 
' Pet. Jan. B. Ord. Jan. 6 
Brorares. Twickenham, Hosiers. Brentford 
Jan. 12. Ord. Jan. 27 
Garex. Maior Epric, Cromwell-rd High Court Pet 
Nov. 2 Ord. Jan. W@ 
GumLrr THomas, Teicester, Pipe Fitter 
Pet. Jan. BB. Ord. Jan. B 
Hannis, Bisntow Goapor, Birmincham, I 
facturer Birmingham Pet. Deo 
Tan. 26 
Kipp, R H Duke-st ! t ¢ Dex 
Ord. Jan, 2 
Lane, Watren A. High Cou Pe Jan. 6. Ord 
Jan. 28 
LeaTHenmrrow, G H male Ainsdale. Southport 
Purser. Liverpool. Pet. De 15. Ord. Jan. 
Ler Fanny Wrietmsm, Wimbotsham, Norfolk, Baker 
King’s Lynn. Pet. Jan. 27. Ord. Jan. 2 
Levy, Samret, Maida Hill, Greengrocer. High Court 
Pet. Jan. &. Ord. Jan. { 
Leeas, OCtacoe Rosteson, Leicester. Leicester Pet 
Jan. | Ord. Jan. @ 
Nersm, Watrrr, Stainforth, near Doncaster Cy 
Dealer. Sheffield. Pet. Jan. 13. Ord. Jan. 27. 
Nrcnotas, George Ricmarp, Cousin-le., Stationer. Hig) 
Court. Pet. Jan. 31. Ord. Jan. 91 
Pawson, Groroe Wittsam, Ossett, Yorks.. Cab Pro 
prietor. Dewsbury. Pet. Jan. 26. Ord. Jan. 2% 
Parr, Atsent Wittram, West Hampstead. Chelmsford 
Pet. Dee. Ll. Ord. Jan 


is Seller 


Leicester 


eather Mant 
17 
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‘London County Westminster & Parr’s Bank, 


LIMITED. Eetablished in 1836. 
HEAD OFFICE: 
41, LOTHBURY, E.C. 2. 


FOREIGN BRANCH OFFICE: 
82, CORNHILL, E.C. 3. 


AUTHORIZED CAPITAL - £33,000,000. 
PAID-UP CAPITAL - - £8,503,718 | RESERVE - £8,750,000 
WALTER LEAF, Esa, Chairman. 
Sir Montact CoRNisH TURNER and Ropert HtGH TENNANT, Esq.. Deputy-Chairmen 
Joint General Managers. 
F. J. BARTHORPE J. C. ROBERTSON W. H. Insp. 
Secretary. 
F. MyYTTOoN. 


BALANCE SHEET, 31st DECEMBER, 1919. 


LIABILITIES. ASSETS. 
CAPITAL £ s. d. | CASH £ 
Authorized 233,000,000 In hand and at Bank of 
: EE England .. on nae 
—_ pes Money at Call and Short 
£5 paid £7,070 990 Notice . ‘ 
1,432,728 Shares 

of £1 each, 77,561,397 15 
fnlly paid 1,432,728 
- - 8,503,718 0 O BILLs DiscounTeD ... ... 49,851,485 2 

RESERVE 8,750,000 INVESTMENTS— 


"URRE JEPOS Oo , 
ACCOUNTS, including  pro- War Lanes ot, cove, end 
vision for Contingencies 304,547,726 10 5 proceed re . by 6a Red 
r . tem one an » Y , 
— yy meas 2 18.351 0 0 British Government (of 
neural = E 4 ORSE , which £1,190,613 2s 11d. 
MENTS, ETC. ak 23,704,365 14 10 is lodged for Public Ac- 
REBATE ON BILLS not due 300,346 15 9 counts, and for the Note 
— = ” ’ Issue in the Isle of Man) 
PROFIT AND LOSS. Indian and Colonial Govern- 
Net Profit for the year, ment Securities, Indian 
including £377,560 7 5 Government Guaranteed 
bronght from year !918 Railway Stocks and 
£2,832,567 8 6. From this Debentures, British Cor- 
the following appropriations poration Stocks, and 
have been made :— Briti-h Railway Deben 
Interim Divi- ture Stocks “ ine 
dend of 10 per Other Investments... 
cent paid in LONDON CouNTY AND 
, ~— ,ONDO? } : 
—— 6 0 WESTMINSTER BANK 
—e pang-nee . Ms 8,000 £20 Shares, fully paid ) 850,000 
a a 92,000 £20 Shares £7 10s. paid { 
jank §=6Prem- 
ises Account 100,000 0 0 ULSTER BANK, LimITED— 
Bank War 199,665 £15 Shares, £2 10s. 
Memorial ... 100,000 0 0) paid ian -_ jes 
=e ADVANCES TO CUSTOMERS 
: £1,860,690 10 AND OTHER ACCOUNTS 
Leaving for payment of a (including pre-moratoriam 
further Dividend of 10 per Stock Exchange Loans) ... 128,090,982 
cent. on 2nd February, 1920 Patel 
: LIABILITY OF CUSTOMERS FOR 


(making 20 per cent. for : . 
494,969 6 0 ACCEPTANCES, ENDORSE- 


year) on the £20 shares ¥ se 
and for a dividend of 6} pe: MENTS, ETC., as percontra 23,704,365 14 10 


cent. on £1 shares ... 62,681 17 0 BANK AND OTHER PREMISES 
And a Balance to carry (at cost, less amounts 


forward 414,226 4 6 written off) ... ... 9,029,166 1 11 
£346,796,385 7 11 £346,796,385 7 11 


58, 766,910 


, 794,487 


1,909,296 








WALTER LEAF, \ ¥. J. BARTHORPE,  Jetet Glemeel 
R. HUGH TENNANT, Directors J. C. ROBERTSON, on rene 
M. C. TURNER, f W. H. INSKIP, j anagers 
W. J. WOOLRICH, Chief Accountant. 
AUDITORS’ REPORT. 

We have examined the above Balance Sheet and compared it with the Books at Lothbury, Lombard Street and 
Barthol m«w Lane, and the Certife! Returns received from the Branches. 

We have verified the Cash in hand and Bills Discounted at Lothbury, Lombard Street and Bartholomew Lane 
and tie Ca hat the Bank of England. 

We have examined the Securities held against Money at Call and Short Notice, and have verified the Invest- 
ments of the Bank 

We have ootained al! the information and explanations we have required, and in our opinion the Balance Sheet 
is properly drawn up so as to exhibit a true and correct view of the state of the Company's affairs according to th 
best of eur loformation and the explanations given to us, and as shown by the Books of the Com pany 


IURQUAND, YOUNGS & CO., ) 
KEMP, SONS, SENDELL & CO., 
PRICE, WATERHOUSE & Cu. [Chartered Acoowntants 
STEAD, TAYLOR & STEAD J 

Loupen, T2nd January, 1920. Auditors. 
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